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The  large  amounts  of  land  within  the  LACDA  system  are  an  important  resource  to  an  area  such  as 
the  Los  Angeles  basin  that  has  a  great  need  for  recreation  facilities  and  open  space  convenient  to  its 
urban  population  centers.  This  study  highlights  opportunities  for  providing  for  these  needs  through 
the  use  of  flood  control  land. 

Because  the  Corps  of  Engineers  acts  in  cooperation  with  local  agencies  to  plan  and  develop  recre¬ 
ational  facilities,  it  has  been  the  intent  of  this  study  to  present  information  about  opportunities 
for  recreational  use  in  such  a  way  that  local  planners  and  citizens  will  be  encouraged  to  consider 
such  projects  for  their  own  communities.  The  study  will  hopefully  serve  as  a  catalog  of  ideas  and 
opportunities  that  will  stimulate  imaginative  projects. 

Regional  recreation  planning  is  often  hampered  by  the  difficulty  of  coordinating  the  efforts  of  the 
many  agencies  and  jurisdictions  involved.  The  Corps  of  Engineers  has  an  excellent  opportunity  to 
provide  leadership  in  developing  improved  methods  of  coordination  among  the  area's  recreational 
planners.  This  opportunity  derives  from  the  Corp’s  existing  relationships  with  many  regional  and 
local  agencies,  and  from  the  recreation  potential  of  the  LACDA  system.  It  is  hoped  that  the  infor¬ 
mation  provided  in  this  study  will  be  useful  in  encouraging  such  improved  regional  coordination. 

We  anticipate  the  implementation  of  many  interesting  and  imaginative  projects  within  the  LACDA 
system  in  future  years,  and  look  forward  to  the  possibility  of  working  with  you  on  their  development. 

Sincerely  yours, 

DANIEL,  MANN,  JOHNSON,  &  MENDENHALL 


Charles  R.  Rendall 
Associate  Vice  President 
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CHAPTER  1 
SUMMARY 


The  large  amount  of  land  within  the  Los  Angeles 
County  Drainage  Area  flood  control  system  constitutes 
a  significant  portion  of  the  remaining  open  space  in  the 
Los  Angeles  urban  region.  There  is  excellent  potential 
for  using  parts  of  this  land  for  recreational  facilities, 
such  as  regional  trails,  linear  parks,  wildlife  sanctuaries, 
and  facilities  for  water-related  recreation.  The  purpose 
of  this  study  is  to  investigate  the  potential  of  the 
LACDA  system  for  such  recreational  development.  The 
study  includes  the  flood  channel  system,  spreading 
grounds,  and  debris  basins.  The  major  flood  control 
basins  and  reservoirs  are  not  included,  since  master 
plans  are  done  for  these  areas  on  an  individual  basis. 

There  exist  at  present  in  the  Los  Angeles  region  only 
the  beginnings  of  a  regional  network  of  trails  for 
bicyclists  and  equestrians.  Rapid  urbanization,  the 
construction  of  freeways  and  flood  channels ,  and  grow¬ 
ing  volumes  of  traffic  on  city  streets  have  made  rec 
reational  travel  through  the  region  increasingly  difficult 
in  recent  years,  especially  for  equestrians.  Redevelop¬ 
ment  of  a  regional  trail  system  through  the  use  of  flood 
channel  corridors  and  other  available  rights-of-way 
would  encourage  the  use  of  bicycles  for  both  recreation 
and  commuting  and  would  be  a  major  stimulus  to 
equestrian  activity  in  the  area. 

The  existing  LARIO  and  San  Gabriel  trails,  together 
with  trails  along  the  Los  Angeles  River  and  San  Jose 
Creek  channels,  could  form  the  backbone  of  a  regional 
trail  network  linking  the  major  areas  ol  the  basin  and 
many  of  the  basin's  major  recreational  facilities.  Sec¬ 
ondary  trails  along  the  Tujunga  Wash,  Arroyo  Seco, 
Arroyo  Calabasas,  Thompson  Creek,  and  the  Dayton 
Creek.  Chatsworth  Creek/Bell  Creek  channels  would 
link  the  backbone  trails  to  other  major  recreational 
areas  and  trails  in  the  basin  and  would  extend  access  to 
the  system  to  a  much  larger  portion  of  the  area's 
population. 

Other  connectors  that  would  significantly  increase 
bicycle  access  to  the  system  could  be  developed  along 
a  number  of  other  channels,  particularly  Coyote  Creek 
and  Laguna  Dominguez.  Other  channels  with  good 
potential  for  regional  equestrian  trails  include  the 


Burbank  Westem/La  Tuna  Canyon/Hansen  Heights 
system,  Brown  Creek,  Aliso  Creek,  and  Sawpit  Wash. 

Since  the  flood  control  system  is  the  focus  of  this 
study,  the  regional  trail  system  described  here  is  based 
almost  entirely  on  the  use  of  flood  channel  corridors. 

It  would  be  possible  to  develop  a  reasonably  effective 
regional  trail  system  using  primarily  the  channel  cor 
ridors  and  existing  trails.  Many  parts  of  this  system 
would  be  quite  expensive,  however,  and  it  is  likely 
that  on-street  routes  or  other  alternative  corridors 
would  be  preferable  in  some  cases.  In  order  to  obtain 
the  most  comprehensive  and  cost  effective  regional 
trail  network  that  is  possible  for  the  area,  information 
about  on-street  routes  and  other  potential  corridors 
should  be  considered  along  with  the  potential  channel 
routes  described  here.  Improved  methods  should  be 
developed  for  coordinating  the  regional  trail  planning 
efforts  of  the  agencies  and  citizens'  groups  now  involved 
in  this  planning. 

Further  study  is  needed  in  a  number  of  important  areas 
to  provide  reliable  information  for  the  selection  of 
routes  and  the  design  of  trail  facilities: 

■  User  studies  of  the  LARIO  San  Gabriel  trails  should 
be  done  to  provide  more  accurate  information  on 
service  areas,  distances  traveled,  and  types  of  users 
(e.g. ,  recreational  versus  commuter).  Information 

is  also  needed  about  problems  experienced  during 
use  of  the  trails,  such  as  poor  signing,  glass  or  debris 
on  trails,  and  safety  problems  at  tunnels  or  ramps. 

■  Studies  are  needed  to  improve  equestrian  ramps  and 
crossings  of  the  river  bottom  such  as  those  at  Griffith 
Park.  A  study  should  be  done  to  develop  a  trail  sur 
face  suitable  for  equestrian  use  on  extended  lengths 
of  trail  along  the  floors  of  channels.  A  concrete  sur 
face  might  be  designed  that  would  trap  silt  so  that 
the  impact  of  horses'  hooves  would  be  lessened. 

■  A  method  of  bridging  low-flow  channels  must  be 
devised  if  trails  are  to  be  located  on  channel  floors 
for  significant  distances. 


There  is  also  potential  for  the  development  of  a  wide 
variety  of  non-trail  recreational  projects  on  flood  con¬ 
trol  system  land.  Land  within  flood  channel  rights-of- 
way  could  be  developed  as  linear  parks  to  provide  much 
needed  open  spaces  for  urban  neighborhoods.  These 
linear  parks  might  have  hiking  and  jogging  paths,  exer¬ 
cise  courses,  and  small  picnic  areas,  as  well  as  landscap¬ 
ing,  murals,  and  other  aesthetic  improvements.  Portions 
of  the  Los  Angeles  River  channel  between  the  Tujunga 
Wash  and  Sepulveda  Basin  offer  excellent  potential  for 
such  development. 

The  attractive  artificial  streambed  which  replaced  the 
previously  existing  culverted  channel  in  Burbank's 
Buena  Vista  Park  is  one  of  the  best  examples  of  pos¬ 
sible  park  uses  for  flood  channels.  It  may  also  be 
possible  to  remove  short  sections  of  channel  in  some 
parks  to  allow  natural  riparian  areas  to  develop.  There 
is  potential  for  both  of  these  kinds  of  development 
along  the  Arroyo  Seco  channel,  portions  of  which  have 
some  of  the  most  attractive  settings  within  the  flood 
control  system. 

Many  parks  lie  adjacent  to  flood  control  channels  that 
could  serve  as  lead-in  strips  to  extend  the  park  into 
adjacent  neighborhoods  and,  in  some  cases,  to  improve 
access  to  the  park.  There  may  be  some  potential  for 
motorized  access  to  parks  through  these  lead-in  strips, 
using  jitneys  or  trams;  however,  this  possibility  appears 
to  be  quite  limited. 

Inflatable  rubber  dams  might  be  used  in  a  number  of 
parks  to  provide  ponds  for  activities  such  as  wading, 
swimming,  or  boating.  Spreading  grounds  or  ponds  in 
debris  basins  could  be  used  for  hiking. 

The  large  amounts  of  open  space  within  the  flood  con¬ 
trol  system  have  excellent  potential  for  conservation 
uses.  Wildlife  sanctuaries  could  be  created  in  spreading 
grounds  and  debris  basins,  along  with  nature  study 
facilities.  Land  within  the  flood  channel  rights-of-way 
could  be  landscaped  with  plants  that  provide  food  and 
shelter  for  urban  wildlife. 

Many  other  recreational  activities,  such  as  skating  and 
court  games,  have  potential  for  application  within  the 
LACDA  system.  Given  the  extent  and  diversity  of 
facilities  within  the  system,  there  is  much  room  for 
creative  thought  in  applying  the  ideas  investigated  here 
to  additional  locations,  or  in  developing  new  concepts 
for  recreational  use  of  the  system. 
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CHAPTER  2 
INTRODUCTION 


The  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage  Area  (LACDA) 
includes  all  of  Los  Angeles  County  south  of  the  water¬ 
shed  divide  of  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains.  The  area 
contains  an  extensive  network  of  flood  control  chan¬ 
nels,  which  carry  runoff  from  the  urban  region  and  the 
surrounding  mountains  to  the  ocean  or  to  spreading 
grounds  and  percolation  basins.  These  channels  fol¬ 
low  the  approximate  courses  of  the  area’s  natural 
streambeds  but  are  straightened  and  lined  with  con¬ 
crete  or  rock. 

The  primary  function  of  the  system  is  to  prevent 
flooding.  The  Los  Angeles  urban  area  could  not  exist 
in  its  present  form  without  such  flood  protection, 
since  many  regions  of  heavy  urban  activity  lie  in  areas 
that  were  previously  subject  to  damaging  floods.  The 
Los  Angeles  River,  in  particular,  has  shifted  its  course 
several  times  during  periods  of  heavy  flooding  and 
would  have  the  potential  for  great  destruction  were 
it  not  channelized. 

The  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  began  work  on  the 
Los  Angeles  River  flood  channel  in  1938.  Since  that 
time,  most  of  the  rivers  and  streams  in  the  basin  have 
been  channelized  by  the  Corps  and  the  Los  Angeles 
County  Flood  Control  District,  and  an  extensive  net¬ 
work  of  reservoirs,  flood  basins,  debris  basins,  spreading 
grounds,  channels,  and  storm  drains  has  been  construe 
ted  to  control  flooding  and  conserve  water  for  beneficial 
uses.  Figure  1  indicates  the  major  flood  control  facilities 
in  the  LACDA  system.  Underground  channels  and  storm 
drains  are  not  shown  in  the  figure. 

The  system  has  eliminated  the  danger  of  flooding  in 
most  parts  of  the  region  and  has  made  much  previ 
ously  unusable  land  available  for  development.  It  has 
had  negative  effects  as  well,  however.  Attractive 
streamside  areas  have  been  replaced  with  concrete 
channels;  much  riparian  vegetation  and  animal  habitat 
has  been  lost;  and  barriers  have  been  created  by  the 
channels  that  isolate  and  divide  communities. 

As  the  availability  of  land  in  the  basin  has  decreased  in 
recent  years,  interest  has  grown  in  possible  secondary 
uses  of  the  large  amounts  of  land  contained  within  the 


flood  control  system.  Much  of  this  land  serves  little 
useful  purpose  during  normal  periods  of  low  water 
flow,  and  a  number  of  compatible  secondary  uses 
have  been  demonstrated  or  suggested. 

For  the  purpose  of  maintenance  access,  flood  chan 
nels  usually  have  strips  of  land  from  1 0  to  30  feet 
or  more  in  width  along  each  side.  The  linear  nature 
of  the  channel  system  gives  much  of  this  land 
potential  for  trail  use  or  for  use  as  neighborhood 
green  space/open  space  corridors.  Other  suggested 
uses  involve  water-related  recreation,  wildlife  con 
servation,  or  aesthetic  improvements.  Such  pro¬ 
ductive  secondary  uses  can  make  flood  control 
facilities  useful  resources  to  their  neighborhood  com 
munities  and  can  often  mitigate  to  some  extent  the 
negative  effects  of  the  system. 

Flood  channels  may  be  either  trapezoidal  in  section 
with  sloping  sides,  or  rectangular  with  vertical  sides. 
Rectangular  channels  are  usually  all  concrete.  Trape 
zoidal  channels  may  have  concrete  or  stone  sides,  and 
paved  or  unpaved  bottoms.  The  larger  channels  often 
have  low-flow  ditches,  which  carry  the  small  amounts 
of  water  usually  present.  This  leaves  most  of  the  chan¬ 
nel  floor  dry  on  a  normal  basis  and  concentrates  wear 
in  a  small  area  of  the  channel.  Fencing  along  the  chan 
nels  varies,  but  rectangular  channels  are  usually  fenced 
at  both  the  channel  edge  and  the  right-of-way  boundary, 
while  trapezoidal  channels  are  generally  fenced  only 
along  the  right  of-  way. 

EXISTING  MULTIPLE-USE  PROJECTS  IN  THE 
LOS  ANGELES  AREA 

Regional  Parks  in  Flood  Control  Basins 

Several  of  the  basin's  major  recreational  parks  are 
located  in  flood  control  basins.  These  include  the 
Whittier  Narrows,  Hsnsen  Dam,  Bonelli  Park,  Santa  Fe 
Dam,  and  Sepulveda  Basin  Recreational  Areas.  Recre¬ 
ational  areas  have  also  been  proposed  for  the 
Chatsworth  and  Devil's  Gate  Reservoirs.  The  large 


amounts  of  land  available  in  these  basins  have  beeti 
used  for  a  wide  variety  of  recreational  and  conservation 
facilities. 

Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails  (Ref  2-1,  2,  -3) 

The  LARIO  trail  system  includes  both  hijycle  and 
equestrian  trails  along  the  lower  Los  Angeles  River 
flood  channel  and  the  Rio  Hondo  channel.  There  are 
also  bicycle  and  equestrian  trails  along  most  of  the 
length  of  the  San  Gabriel  River.  These  are  major 
regional  trails  that  traverse  the  width  of  the  Los 
Angeles  basin  from  the  San  Gabriel  foothills  to  the 
coastal  area.  They  provide  improved  access  to  recre¬ 
ational  facilities  in  these  areas  and  at  the  Whittier  Nar 
rows.  They  include  rest  and  staging  areas  and  ramps 
or  tunnels  for  crossing  major  obstructions  to  the  chan 
nel  rights  of  way,  such  as  streets  and  railroads. 

Bicycle  trails  also  exist  along  portions  of  the  Tujunga 
Wash,  Thompson  Creek,  and  Brown  Creek  channels, 
along  a  short  length  of  the  Burbank  Western  channel, 
and  in  the  Sepulveda  Basin.  A  major  regional  bicycle 
trail  is  under  construction  along  the  Ballona  Creek 
channel. 

There  are  existing  equestrian  trails  along  portions  of  the 
Marshall  Creek,  Walnut  Creek,  Brown  Creek,  Winery 
Canyon,  Flint  Canyon,  and  Gould  Canyon  channels, 
and  along  the  Los  Angeles  River  channel  in  the  area  of 
Griffith  Park. 

Buena  Vista  Park  (Ref  2-4,  -5) 

The  flood  channel  that  passes  through  Burbank's  Buena 
Vista  Park  was  formerly  a  typical  concreted  culvert, 
which  was  replaced  with  an  artificial  streambed  that 
carries  the  creek's  normal  flows.  The  artificial  stream 
has  a  winding,  rocky  bed  similar  in  appearance  to  a 
natural  streambed.  There  are  grass  benches  along  either 
side  of  the  stream.  These  grassy  areas  are  about  three 
feet  lower  than  the  elevation  of  the  park  and  carry 
higher  water  flows  when  they  occur.  They  are  bounded 
by  artificial  rock  ledges,  which  act  as  walls  of  the  new 
channel  during  flood  periods. 

The  artificial  streambed  is  a  vast  improvement 
aesthetically  over  the  old  concrete  culvert  and  is  a 
major  attraction  of  Buena  Vista  Park.  The  project  won 
an  American  Society  of  Landscape  Architects  design 
award  for  park  and  recreational  planning. 


Nature  Centers  and  Wildlife  Sanctuaries 

Wildlife  sanctuaries  and  nature  study  facilities  cur 
rently  exist  on  flood  control  land  in  the  Whittier 
Narrows  (Ref  2  6),  Santa  Fe  Dam,  and  Eaton  Dam 
flood  basins.  A  wildlife  sanctuary  is  also  planned  for 
the  Rio  Hondo  spreading  grounds  (Ref  2-1).  Besides 
protected  wildlife  habitat,  the  existing  sanctuaries 
include  such  facilities  as  interpretive  centers,  nature 
trails,  and  observation  blinds.  Wildlife  and  vegetation 
studies  have  been  done  of  portions  of  the  Los  Angeles 
River  Channel  and  of  several  debris  basins  and  spreading 
grounds  by  biologists  of  the  Los  Angeles  County 
Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation. 

Tujunga  Wash  Greenbelt  Area  (Ref  2-7) 

Besides  the  existing  one-mile  segment  of  bicycle  trail 
already  mentioned,  which  lies  adjacent  to  Los  Angeles 
Valley  Junior  College,  a  13-acre  greenbelt,  a  hiking 
trail,  and  a  large  mural  have  also  been  constructed  in 
the  same  area.  The  trails  serve  the  junior  college  and 
an  adjacent  high  school.  The  development  includes 
a  rest  area  for  bicyclists  and  an  attractive  timber 
bridge  that  spans  the  channel. 

Walnut  Creek  Regional  Park 

An  unchanneled  portion  of  Walnut  Creek  near 
Puddingstone  Reservoir  has  been  developed  as  a 
natural  park.  The  park  contains  an  equestrian 
trail,  parking  facilities,  and  rest  rooms  but  has  other¬ 
wise  been  left  in  a  relatively  natural  riparian  condition. 
The  topography  of  the  area  provides  natural  protection 
from  flood  damage,  and  channelization  therefore  has 
been  unnecessary  in  this  area.  This  portion  of  Walnut 
Creek  is  one  of  the  few  unchannelized  streams 
remaining  in  the  basin  below  the  foothill  areas 

Flint  Canyon  Linear  Park 

A  portion  of  Flint  Canyon  Creek  in  La  Canada  near 
Devil's  Gate  Reservoir  has  been  similarly  retained  in  a 
natural  riparian  state.  An  equestrian  trail  is  located 
along  the  creek  corridor.  Farther  to  the  west  the  eques 
trian  trail  continues  through  a  linear  park  built  within 
the  channel  right-of-way  over  a  covered  portion  of  the 
Flint  Canyon  channel.  The  park  is  attractively  land 
scaped  and  is  an  excellent  example  of  the  potential  for 
use  of  channel  corridors. 
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Walnut  Creek  and  Peck  Reservoir  Fishing  Ponds 

Fishing  ponds  exist  at  the  Walnut  Creek  spreading  grounds 
(the  Walnut  Creek  "Fishing  Hole")  and  at  the  Peck  Res¬ 
ervoir  Conservation  Park.  There  are  also  fishing  ponds 
at  the  Whittier  Narrows  Recreation  Area. 

CONSTRAINTS  TO  SECONDARY  USES  OF  THE 
FLOOD  CONTROL  SYSTEM 

While  there  is  considerable  opportunity  for  recreational 
use  of  land  within  the  flood  control  system,  this  oppor 
tunity  is  limited  by  a  number  of  practical  constraints. 

Regulatory  Constraints 

The  major  constraint  to  secondary  uses  of  the  flood  con¬ 
trol  system  is  the  requirement  that  such  uses  not  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  flood  control  function  of  the  system.  No 
structural  changes  can  be  made  in  any  flood  system 
facility  that  significantly  would  alter  its  ability  to  hold 
or  carry  water.  Any  obstructions  such  as  dams  or  fences 
placed  in  a  channel  for  recreational  use  must  be  remov¬ 
able  (or  debatable,  in  the  case  of  dams).  Structural  modi¬ 
fications  such  as  ramps  under  street  obstructions  and 
bridges  over  low  flow  channels  must  be  engineered  to 
satisfy  hydraulic  as  well  as  recreational  parameters. 

Both  the  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  Los  Angeles 
County  Flood  Control  District  review  all  plans  for  sec 
ondary  uses  before  permits  are  granted. 

Other  Corps  and  Flood  District  regulations  are  primarily 
concerned  with  safety.  For  example,  fences  must  be 
provided  along  the  sides  of  channels  where  there  is  a 
danger  of  injury  from  falls,  and  trails  along  channel 
corridors  must  be  closed  during  rain. 

Other  regulatory  constraints  may  be  applied  by  any  of 
the  local  jurisdictions  or  agencies  involved  in  the  plan 
ning,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  recreational  facili¬ 
ties  on  flood  control  land. 

Physical  Constraints 

Major  physical  constraints  limit  the  use  of  many  flood 
channel  corridors.  Channels  are  crossed  frequently  by 
bridges  that  carry  streets,  freeways,  and  railroads.  In 
some  cases,  these  bridges  are  built  above  grade  with  suf 
ficient  vertical  and  horizontal  clearance  underneath  for 
paths.  Usually,  however,  the  bridges  obstruct  access 
along  the  corridor,  and  trail  users  must  cross  the 


obstruction  at  grade  or  cross  under  it  through 
tunnels  or  on  ramps. 

Trapezoidal  channels  are  better  suited  to  most 
recreational  uses  than  rectangular  channels.  Ramps 
usually  can  be  cut  into  walls  of  trapezoidal  channels 
so  that  trails  along  a  channel  side  can  continue  under 
an  obstructing  bridge.  Undercrossings  along  vertical 
channels  must  be  through  tunnels,  which  are  more 
expensive  and  sometimes  difficult  to  construct 
because  of  underlying  utility  lines. 

It  is  usually  not  desirable  to  locate  trails  within  the 
channels  themselves.  The  recreational  experience 
is  decreased  by  restricted  visibility  from  the  channel 
floor,  and  the  aesthetic  environment  is  generally  poor. 
However,  in  cases  where  it  is  necessary  to  use  the 
channel  floor,  it  is  much  preferable  that  the  channel 
be  trapezoidal  in  section  rather  than  rectangular. 
Safety  concerns  are  increased  if  the  floor  of  a  reel 
angular  channel  must  be  used,  because  escape  from  a 
rectangular  channel  might  be  difficult  in  the  event  of 
an  unexpected  release  of  water  Any  use  of  channel 
floors  requires  safety  procedures  to  ensure  that  the 
trails  are  closed  before  water  is  released  into  the 
channels. 

Inlets  where  other  channels  enter  obstruct  access 
along  the  side  of  a  channel,  and  these  must  be 
bridged  across  to  provide  a  continuous  path.  Pipes 
and  pedestrian  bridges  cross  channels  in  many  places, 
but  these  usually  do  not  interrupt  access.  Other  sec 
ondary  uses  of  the  channel  right  of  way  such  as 
industrial  structures,  parking  lots,  and  rail  yards  - 
also  physically  obstruct  passage  along  the  right  of 
way  in  many  p/ aces. 

fn  places  where  the  channel  right-of-way  is  partially 
obstructed,  suitability  for  trail  use  was  judged  on  the 
basis  of  minimum  recreational  trail  standards.  The 
CALTRANS  standards  for  bikeways  (Ref  2  8) 
specify  a  minimum  width  of  eight  feet  for  a  two  way 
bike  path  and  five  feet  for  a  one  way  path.  Minimum 
vertical  clearance  is  eight  feet.  The  Equestrian  Trails, 
Inc.  manual  on  equestrian  trail  design  (Ref  2  9) 
specifies  a  desirable  two-way  width  of  at  least  twelve 
feet,  and  a  minimum  of  five  feet,  with  a  minimum 
vertical  clearance  of  ten  feet. 


Typical  obstacle*  to  potential  trails  along  flood  channels.  Top  photo: 
Tujunga  Wash  inlet  (on  the  right)  obstructs  the  access  road  along  the 
north  side  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  Channel.  Bottom  photo:  Industrial 
structures  within  the  right-of-way  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  Channel 


Ownership 


Safety 


Some  of  the  land  within  flood  channel  corridors  is 
owned  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers  or  by  the  Count y 
Flood  Control  District.  Much,  however,  is  only  leased 
for  flood  control  purposes,  and  these  leases  usually  do 
not  include  rights  for  secondary  uses  such  as  recreation. 
Determination  of  ownership  of  the  many  parcels  along 
the  channel  right-of-way  can  be  a  lengthy  and  expensive 
process.  After  ownership  is  determined,  owners  must 
be  located.  This  is  sometimes  difficult  or  impossible, 
and  rights  to  use  of  the  land  must  be  purchased  or 
acquired  through  condemnation.  The  time  and  cost 
required  to  obtain  the  necessary  right-of-way  agree¬ 
ments  is  a  major  detriment  to  secondary  uses  of  land 
within  the  flood  channel  corridors. 

Jurisdictional  Coordination 

Most  flood  control  channels  pass  through  the  boundaries 
of  a  number  of  incorporated  cities  and  through  unincor 
porated  parts  of  the  county.  Each  of  these  local  juris¬ 
dictions  has  several  agencies  that  may  be  involved  in 
recreation  planning,  such  as  departments  of  parks  and 
recreation,  roads,  engineering,  transportation,  and  dis¬ 
trict  planning.  The  Southern  California  Association  of 
Governments,  CALTRANS,  the  State  Department  of 
Parks  and  Recreation,  the  National  Park  Service,  and 
other  regional,  state,  and  federal  agencies  may  be 
involved  in  certain  cases.  Both  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  and  the  Los  Angeles  County  Flood  Control 
District  have  jurisdictional  authority  over  most  flood 
channels. 

To  complete  a  regional  recreational  trail  along  a  flood 
channel  corridor,  jurisdictional  agreements  must  be 
reached  on  the  design,  funding,  and  maintenance  of 
the  trail  facilities.  This  can  be  a  lengthy  process  in 
the  case  of  a  single  trail  and  could  be  a  major  problem 
in  the  development  of  an  effective  regional  network  of 
trails.  There  may  be  disagreement  on  methods,  priorities, 
and  in  some  cases  on  the  most  desirable  secondary 
uses  for  the  available  land.  For  example,  there  is  a 
potential  for  conflict  over  the  development  of  recrea¬ 
tional  trails  along  portions  of  the  Los  Angeles  River 
channel  that  have  been  recommended  for  use  as  mass 
transit  corridors. 

The  roles  of  various  agencies  involved  in  recreation 
planning  in  the  Los  Angeles  region  are  discussed 
further  in  Chapter  6. 


The  need  for  fencing  along  rectangular  channels  to 
prevent  falls  has  already  been  mentioned,  as  has  the 
need  for  safety  procedures  to  prevent  the  release  of 
water  from  dams  while  people  are  on  the  floors  of 
channels,  should  future  trails  make  use  of  segments 
of  channel  floor. 

There  are  also  concerns  about  the  safety  of  trail  users 
from  assult  or  robbery,  particularly  in  and  near  tun¬ 
nels  or  underpasses.  Incidents  of  this  type  have 
occurred  on  trails  within  the  channel  system  and  could 
be  expected  to  increase  if  new  trails  are  added,  partic¬ 
ularly  along  rectangular  channels  where  tunnels  would 
be  required.  Regular  police  patrols  and  effective  pro¬ 
cedures  for  locating  and  designing  tunnels  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  minimize  this  problem. 

Safety  hazards  also  arise  from  the  unauthorized  use 
of  trails  by  motorcyclists.  While  this  can  be  a  prob¬ 
lem  for  slower  moving  bicyclists,  it  is  especially 
dangerous  on  equestrian  trails,  where  frightened 
horses  can  throw  riders.  Problems  of  this  nature 
have  been  most  frequent  on  trails  along  the  Los 
Angeles  River  in  the  Griffith  Park  Area. 

Conflicts  with  Channel  Neighbors 

Some  owners  of  homes  adjacent  to  flood  channels 
object  to  the  development  of  trails  along  the  chan 
nets.  They  fear  a  loss  of  privacy,  vandalism,  or  use 
of  the  channel  corridor  by  thieves  to  gain  access  to 
their  property.  Complaints  of  this  type  have  been 
most  frequent  in  places  where  trails  lie  on  top  of 
levees  higher  in  elevation  than  the  adjacent  yards. 

High  walls  and/or  heavy  vegetative  screening  are 
usually  required  in  these  cases.  The  problem  is 
usually  not  significant  in  places  where  adjacent  yards 
are  several  feet  higher  in  elevation  than  the  trail  sur 
face,  as  is  more  often  the  case. 

Funding 

Funds  available  for  recreation  and  transportation 
projects  (bicycle  paths  are  often  partially  financed 
through  transportation  funds)  are  quite  limited, 
particularly  since  Proposition  13  cutbacks.  Sufficient 
funds  are  never  available  for  all  the  high  priority 
recreation  and  transportation  needs  of  the  region,  and 


there  is  always  competition  among  projects  for  the 
money  available.  This  is  a  basic  constraint  to  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  recreational  facilities  within  the  flood  con¬ 
trol  system  and  is  closely  related  to  each  of  the  con¬ 
straints  listed  above.  In  particular,  the  high  cost  of 
the  maintenance  of  recreational  facilities  has  become 
a  significant  problem. 

The  Corps  of  Engineers'  Code  710  Program  is  a  major 
source  of  potential  funds  for  recreation  projects.  The 
availability  of  this  money  could  have  a  significant 
influence  on  the  development  of  a  network  of 
regional  trails  in  the  area.  This  and  other  sources  of 
funding  are  discussed  in  Chapter  6. 

THE  LACDA  SYSTEM  RECREATION  STUDY: 

AIMS  AND  METHODS 

The  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  conduct  an  analysis  of 
the  recreation  potential  of  land  within  the  LACDA 
system.  Because  of  the  linear  nature  of  the  channel 
system,  emphasis  is  placed  on  determining  the  poten¬ 
tial  for  recreational  trail  development  within  channel 
corridors,  and  on  establishing  a  method  for  assigning 
priorities  for  development  among  those  channels  having 
such  potential.  The  conclusions  of  this  portion  of  the 
analysis  are  contained  in  Chapter  4. 

Chapter  5  contains  a  discussion  of  potential  projects 
other  than  recreational  trails  that  appear  to  be  feasible 
for  implementation  within  the  LACDA  system,  and  pos¬ 
sible  locations  within  the  system  for  such  projects. 

Land  Included  in  the  Study 

Flood  control  basins  and  reservoirs  are  not  considered 
in  this  analysis,  since  master  plans  are  prepared  for  each 
of  these  areas  on  an  individual  basis.  All  other  parts  of 
the  LACDA  system,  including  flood  channels,  spreading 
grounds,  and  debris  basins,  are  considered  in  the  study 
as  potential  locations  for  recreational  activities.  Ballona 
Creek,  the  San  Gabriel  River,  the  Rio  Hondo  River,  and 
the  Los  Angeles  River  south  of  the  Rio  Hondo  confluence 
are  not  included  because  these  channels  have  already  been 
studied  for  the  design  of  existing  trails  or  trails  now  under 
construction.  The  study  includes  about  230  miles  of 
flood  channel. 

As  indicated  in  Figure  1,  most  flood  channels  in  the  Los 
Angeles  >rea  are  owned  by  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers.  These  channels  are  leased  to  the  Los  Angeles 
County  Flood  Control  District.  Some  channels,  however. 


were  constructed  and  are  owned  by  the  Flood  Control 
District.  These  channels  are  not  currently  part  of  the 
LACDA  system^  therefore,  they  are  not  eligible  at 
present  for  Corps  of  Engineers  Code  710  Program  funds. 
Nonetheless,  these  channels  are  included  in  the  study. 
Some  of  the  District  channels  are  now  being  studied 
by  the  Corps  for  flood  control  deficiencies  and  may 
be  incorporated  into  the  LACDA  system.  The  Arroyo 
Seco,  Los  Cerritos,  and  the  upper  portion  of  Laguna 
Dominguez  are  included  in  this  category. 

Methodology 

The  study  was  divided  into  three  major  phases:  data 
gathering,  a  visual  survey  of  the  flood  channel  system, 
and  analysis. 

Data  gathering  activities  consisted  primarily  of  a  lit¬ 
erature  search  and  meetings  with  agencies  and  local 
citizens'  groups.  Information  was  collected  on: 
existing  and  proposed  secondary  uses  of  flood  con 
tro!  lands,  physical  characteristics  of  the  flood  con 
trol  system,  recreational  facilities  in  the  Los  Angeles 
area,  significant  ecological  areas,  fault  zones,  traffic 
attractors  and  generators,  recreation  needs  in  the 
Los  Angeles  area,  roles  played  by  the  various  agencies 
involved  in  recreation  planning,  design  standards  for 
recreational  facilities,  and  possible  sources  of  funding. 

The  visual  survey  of  the  flood  channel  system  resulted 
in  information  needed  to  determine  the  suitability  of 
each  channel  for  the  various  types  of  recreational 
activity  being  considered.  Survey  information  is  con¬ 
tained  in  Appendix  1. 

The  analysis  made  use  of  information  gathered  during 
the  first  two  phases  of  the  study  in  order  to  determine 
specific  projects  recommended  for  implementation: 

■  Information  from  the  literature  search  and  from 
agency  meetings  was  used  to  determine  possible 
secondary  uses. 

■  The  list  of  potential  secondary  uses  was  refined  on 
the  basis  of  information  from  the  channel  survey. 

■  Information  from  the  literature  search  and  from 
agency  meetings  was  used  to  determine  recreation 
needs  of  the  Los  Angeles  area.  This  included  an 
analysis  of  the  existing  trail  systems,  location  of 
recreational  facilities,  and  locations  of  traffic 
attractors  and  generators  to  determine  where 
regional  trails  are  most  needed. 
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■  The  list  of  possible  secondary  uses;  information  on 
the  recreation  needs  of  the  region,  including  needed 
trail  segments;  and  survey  data  indicating  physical 
capabilities  of  system  facilities  were  then  used  to 
determine  specific  projects  most  suitable  for  imple¬ 
mentation  in  the  LACDA  system. 
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CHAPTER  3 

RECREATION  IN  THE  LOS  ANGELES  REGION: 
A  FRAMEWORK  FOR  PLANNING 


Southern  California  is  one  of  the  nation's  leading 
vacation  and  recreation  areas.  The  mild  climate  and 
rare  combination  of  ocean,  mountain,  and  desert 
environments  provide  abundant  resources  for  leisure 
activities.  However,  the  Los  Angeles  metropolitan 
area  has  grown  at  such  a  rapid  rate  that  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  outdoor  recreational  resources  in  the  urban 
area  has  not  kept  pace  with  the  growth  of  the  popula¬ 
tion.  There  is  a  need  for  open  space  —  including  land 
suitable  for  recreational  use  -  in  areas  easily  accessible 
to  the  region's  population  centers.  Much  of  the  area's 
committed  open  space  lies  within  the  National  Forests 
or  on  the  Channel  Islands  and  is  not  conveniently  situ¬ 
ated  for  the  daily  use  of  large  numbers  of  people. 

Since  elements  of  the  flood  control  system  are  distrib¬ 
uted  throughout  the  region  and  often  lie  in  or  near 
densely  populated  parts  of  the  basin,  there  is  excellent 
potential  for  use  of  land  within  the  system  to  help 
satisfy  the  open  space  and  recreational  needs  of  the 
area.  A  number  of  the  major  regional  parks  within  the 
urban  area  are  located  in  flood  control  basins  or  at  res¬ 
ervoirs,  and  others  are  planned  for  similar  locations. 

The  channel  corridors,  because  of  their  linear  nature  and 
the  fact  that  they  lead  to  and  from  major  regional  parks 
in  flood  basins  and  reservoirs,  have  exceilent  potential 
for  regional  trail  development. 

REGIONAL  TRAILS 

In  planning  tor  a  regional  trail  network  based  partly  on 
the  use  of  flood  channel  rights-of  way,  it  is  first  neces¬ 
sary  to  establish  basic  concepts  that  lend  themselves  to 
the  development  of  criteria  and  a  system  of  priorities 
that  determine  which  channels  have  the  best  potential 
for  trail  development. 

There  has  been  much  recent  debate  concerning  the  merits 
of  local  or  commuter  bicycle  routes  versus  those  of 
regional  or  recreational  routes,  and  over  a  formula  for 
encouraging  a  desirable  ratio  of  development  of  the  two 
types.  Commuter  routes  are  usually  on-street  trails 
which  may  be  separated  physically  from  traffic  (Class 
II  trails)  or  separated  only  by  street  markings  (Class  III). 
Regional  routes  are  often  off-street  trails  (Class  I). 


There  is  an  obvious  need  for  both  types  of  development. 
Because  of  the  potential  for  linking  most  major  areas 
of  the  basin  through  use  of  the  channel  corridors  and 
for  providing  trails  completely  separated  from  auto 
traffic,  the  emphasis  in  this  study  will  be  on  developing 
an  interconnected  regional  network  of  trails  that  pro¬ 
vides  for  rapid  long-distance  travel  through  the  area, 
rather  than  shorter  local  trails  oriented  toward  com 
muter  use.  Therefore,  a  major  criterion  for  route 
selection  is  that  trails  should  extend  or  connect 
existing  lengths  of  regional  trail  rather  than  add  new 
isolated  segments.  In  terms  of  cost/benefit  considera¬ 
tions,  potential  benefits  are  greatly  increased  by  con 
necting  new  trails  to  existing  trails,  since  each  will 
feed  the  other  and  increase  the  other's  service 
area. 

A  second  major  consideration  is  that  routes  should  be 
selected  to  provide  access  to  and  from  major  origins 
and  destinations.  Trails  that  neither  lead  to  desirable 
destinations  nor  provide  access  from  populated  areas 
will  generally  not  be  heavily  used.  Destinations,  m 
the  case  of  bicycle  trails,  should  include  not  only 
recreational  facilities  but  also  schools,  business  dis 
tricts,  shopping  centers,  and  other  points  of  interest 
to  both  commuters  and  recreational  riders. 

Basic  information  needed  for  trail  planning  is  provided 
in  Figures  2,  3,  and  4. 

Figure  2  shows  major  regional  recreation  facilities  in 
the  area  that  might  serve  as  destinations  for  trail  users. 

It  also  indicates  the  location  of  the  National  Forest 
boundary  and  of  all  neighborhood  parks  adjacent  to 
flood  channels.  Names  of  the  recreation  facilities  are 
given  in  Table  3  1,  and  additional  information  about 
each  is  provided  in  Appendix  2. 

Figure  3  indicates  many  of  the  major  traffic  attractors 
and  generators  in  the  LACDA  area.  Secondary  schools 
are  shown  if  within  one  mile  of  a  flood  channel;  col 
leges,  universities,  shopping  centers,  and  business  dis¬ 
tricts  if  within  two  miles.  Two  miles  are  considered 
to  be  the  maximum  distance  most  users  would  travel 
from  a  trail  to  a  destination  considering  that  the 
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distance  to  the  trail  and  along  the  trail  must  be  included 
in  the  total  trip's  length.  One  mile  is  used  for  secondary 
schools  because  these  schools  are  often  located  less  than 
a  mile  apart  and  students  rarely  ride  a  longer  distance. 
Primary  schools  are  not  shown  in  Figure  3  because  they 
are  so  evenly  distributed  throughout  the  region  that 
they  would  not  help  to  distinguish  between  potential 
channel  routes.  Names  of  the  colleges  and  universities 
shown  in  Figure  3  are  in  Table  3-2. 

Figure  4  shows  the  major  existing  and  proposed  trails 
in  the  area,  as  well  as  equestrian  facilities  and  major  con¬ 
centrations  of  horses.  Proposed  trails  are  shown  only 
where  there  is  a  strong  likelihood  that  they  will  actually 
be  built,  such  as  the  existence  of  Los  Angeles  City 
Capital  Improvement  Project  Requests.  The  Ballona 
Creek  Bicycle  Trail  is  shown  as  an  existing  trail  since 
contracts  had  been  let  for  its  construction  at  the  time 
of  publication  of  this  report.  This  is  also  true  of  sections 
of  the  LARIO  Trail.  All  existing  bicycle  trails  shown  in 
Figure  4  are  Class  I  except  the  San  Vicente  Bikeway 
(north  of  Santa  Monica),  the  John  S.  Gibson  Bike  Path 
(east  of  Palos  Verdes),  the  Arroyo  Seco  Bike  Path,  and 
the  Heartwell  Park/Palo  Verde/Los  Coyotes  Diagonal 
Bike  Routes  (north  of  Los  Cerritos  Channel  in  Long 
Beach). 

The  State  Trail  Corridors  shown  in  Figure  4  are  part  of 
a  statewide  system  of  bicycle,  hiking,  and  equestrian 
trails  planned  by  the  State  Department  of  Parks  and 
Recreation.  Actual  locations  of  trails  within  the  cor¬ 
ridors  shown  have  not  been  determined  except  for  the 
South  Bay  Bike  Trail  along  the  west  coast  of  the  region 
and  the  proposed  lengths  of  bicycle  trail  shown  along 
the  south  coast  (Ref.  3-1 ). 

Figure  5  shows  a  concept  for  regional  trail  development 
based  upon  the  goal  of  a  network  of  trails  linking  the 
major  parts  of  the  region  through  the  flood  channel  cor¬ 
ridors.  The  existing  LARIO  and  San  Gabriel  trails 
together  with  eastern  and  western  extensions  from  these 
trails  through  the  San  Gabriel  and  San  Fernando  Valleys 
would  form  the  backbone  of  this  system.  Secondary 
connectors  would  provide  access  to  the  backbone  trails 
from  residential  areas  and  would  link  the  backbone  to 
major  trail  destinations  and  to  other  trails,  including 
those  within  the  state  trail  corridors.  Major  connections 
needed  would  be  those  to  the  South  Bay  Bike  Trail 
through  the  heavily  urbanized  southern  Los  Angeles 
City  area;  to  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains  trail  corridor, 
and  to  the  northern  foothills  of  both  the  San  Gabriel 
and  San  Fernando  Valleys.  In  Chapter  4  this  concept 
is  developed  further  into  specific  trail  projects. 


FAULT  ZONES  AND  SIGNIFICANT  ECOLOGICAL 
AREAS 

Figure  6  indicates  the  location  of  major  faults  and 
significant  ecological  areas  within  the  LACDA  region. 

Fault  zones  are  not  a  major  constraint  to  most  types 
of  development  being  considered  here,  such  as  trails 
and  linear  parks.  Their  locations  are  included,  however, 
to  encourage  concentrations  of  recreational  activity, 
such  as  rest  areas  and  wading  pools,  to  be  placed  out¬ 
side  these  zones  when  alternative  locations  are  available. 

Significant  ecological  areas  are  both  constraints  and 
opportunities  to  recreational  planners.  These  areas 
have  potential  for  conservation  and  interpretive  facili¬ 
ties  and  they  often  contain  open  space  that  is  attractive 
for  trail  use  and  other  recreational  purposes.  Great  care 
must  be  exercised  in  the  use  of  these  areas,  however,  to 
prevent  degradation  of  their  biological  resources.  The 
areas  shown  have  been  designated  as  ecologically  sig¬ 
nificant  by  the  Los  Angeles  County  Department  of 
Regional  Planning.  The  numbers  given  are  those  used 
on  the  County's  designation  system.  A  key  to  the 
names  of  these  areas  is  provided  in  Table  3-3,  and 
information  about  the  biological  resources  of  each 
of  the  areas  is  contained  in  Appendix  3. 
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TABLE  31.  REGIONAL  RECREATION  FACILITIES  IN  THE  LACDA  AREA 
|K*y  to  Figure  21 


1. 

Chatsworth  Reservoir  Regional  Park 

29. 

Santa  Fe  Dam  Recreation  Area 

2 

Porter  Ranch  Park 

30. 

South  Hills  Park 

3. 

Devonshire  Downs 

3t. 

San  Dimas  Canyon  Park 

4. 

Van  Norman  Lakes 

32. 

Marshall  Canyon  County  Park 

5. 

San  Fernando  Mission 

33. 

Rancho  Santa  Ana  Botanical  Gardens 

6. 

El  Can  so  Regional  Park 

34. 

Los  Angeles  County  Fairgrounds 

7. 

Roger  Jessup  Park 

35. 

Frank  G.  Bonelli  Regional  County  Park 

8. 

California  Busch  Gardens 

36. 

Ganesha  Park 

9. 

Hansen  Dam  Recreation  Area 

37. 

Claude  Osteen  Motorbika  Park 

10. 

Sepulveda  Dam  Recreation  Area 

38. 

Walnut  Creek  County  Park 

11. 

Van  Nuys  Sherman  Oaks  Park 

39. 

Kellog  Arabian  Horse  Farm 

12. 

Verdugo  Mountain  Park 

40. 

Industry  Hilts  Civic  Recreation  Conservation  Area 

13. 

Stouflh  Park 

41. 

Offerbein  State  Recreation  Area 

14. 

Brand  Park 

42. 

Whittier  Narrows  Dam  Racreation  Area 

15. 

John  Anson  Ford  Theater 

43. 

Great  Western  Exhibit  Canter 

16. 

Griffith  Park 

44. 

South  Gate  Park 

17. 

Echo  Park 

45. 

El  Dorado  Park 

18. 

Los  Angeles  Civic  Center 

46. 

Long  Beach  Recreation  Park 

19 

Elysian  Park 

47. 

Baldwin  Hills  Regional  Park 

20. 

Ernest  E.  Debs  Regional  Park 

48. 

Tompkins  Way  Reservoir 

21. 

Scholl  Canyon  Regional  Park 

49. 

Dockweiler  State  Beach 

22. 

Brookside  Park 

50. 

Santa  Monica  State  Beech 

23. 

Norton  Simon  Museum 

51. 

Will  Rogers  State  Beach 

24. 

Huntington  Library,  Art  Gallery,  and  Botanical  Gardens 

52. 

Rivas  Canyon  Park 

25. 

San  Gabriel  Plaza  Area 

53. 

Will  Rogers  State  Park 

26. 

Eaton  Canyon  Park 

54. 

Rustic  Canyon  Park 

27. 

Los  Angeles  County  Arboretum 

55. 

Topanga  State  Park 

28. 

Arcadia  County  Park 

56 

Sylvia  Park 

TABLE  3  2.  COLLEGES  AND  UNIVERSITIES 
(Kay  to  Figure  3) 

A. 

Pierce  College 

K 

La  Verne  College 

B. 

California  State  University,  Northridge 

L. 

Claremont  Colleges 

C. 

Los  Angeles  Valley  College 

M 

California  State  Polytechnic  University.  Pomona 

D. 

Glendale  College 

N. 

Mt.  San  Antonio  College 

E. 

Occidental  College 

O. 

Long  Beach  State  University 

F. 

Art  Center  College  of  Design 

P. 

Compton  College 

G. 

Ambassador  College 

a 

El  Camino  College 

H. 

California  Institute  of  Technology 

R. 

Los  Angeles  Southwest  College 

1. 

Pasadena  City  College 

s. 

Loyola  Marymount  University 

J. 

Citrus  College 

T. 

University  of  California,  Los  Angeles 

TABLE  3-3.  SIGNIFICANT  ECOLOGICAL  AREAS 
(Kay  to  Figura  SI 

The  number  given  eech  eree  i*  the  leme  es  iti  number  within  the  Lot  Angeiet  County  Department  ol  Regional  Planning  detignetion  system 
for  significant  ecological  areas. 


1. 

Malibu  Coast  lint 

24. 

Tujunga  Valley/Hansen  Dam 

2. 

Point  Oume 

25. 

San  Dimas  Canyon 

3 

Zuma  Canyon 

26. 

San  Antonio  Canyon  Mouth 

4. 

Upper  La  Sierra  Canyon 

27. 

Portuguese  Bend  Landslide 

5. 

Malibu  Canyon/Malibu  Lagoon 

28. 

El  Segundo  Dunes 

6. 

Las  Virgenes 

29. 

Bellona  Creek 

7. 

Hepatic  Gulch 

30. 

Atamitos  Bay 

8. 

Malibu  Creek  State  Park  Buffer  Area 

31. 

Rolling  Hills  Canyons 

9 

Cold  Creek 

32. 

Ague  Amarga  Canyon 

10. 

Tuna  Canyon 

33. 

Terminal  Island 

11. 

Temescal  Rustic-Sullivan  Canyons 

34. 

Palos  Verdes  Peninsula  Coastline 

12. 

Palo  Comedo  Canyon 

35 

Harbor  Lake  Regional  Perk 

13. 

Chatsworth  Reservoir 

36. 

Madrone  Marsh 

14. 

Simi  Hills 

37. 

Griffith  Park 

15. 

Tonner  Canyon/Clinic  Hills 

39. 

Encino  Reservoir 

16. 

Bu2zard  Peak/San  Jose  Hills 

40. 

Verdugo  Mountains 

17. 

Powder  Canyon/Puente  Hills 

42. 

Whittier  Narrows  Dam  County  Recreation  Area 

18. 

Way  Hill 

43. 

Rio  Hondo  College  Wildlife  Sanctuary 

20. 

Santa  Susans  Mountains 

44 

Sycamore  and  Turnball  Canyons 

21. 

Santa  Susana  Pass 

45. 

Dudleys  dansi  flora  Population 

22. 

Santa  Fa  Dam  Floodplain 

62. 

Galium  grande  Population 

34 
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CHAPTER  3:  REFERENCES 

3*1.  Summary,  California  Recreational  Trails  Plan.  Sacramento,  CA:  California  Department  of  Parks  and 
Recreation,  1978. 


CHAPTER  4 

POTENTIAL  TRAIL  PROJECTS 


The  extensive  length  of  the  LACDA  channel  system 
and  the  distribution  of  channels  throughout  the  Los 
Angeles  region  give  the  system  great  potential  for  con¬ 
tributing  to  the  development  of  a  regional  network  of 
trails  for  bicyclists  and  equestrians.  Such  a  trail  net¬ 
work,  however,  would  be  expensive  to  construct 
because  of  frequent  obstructions  to  corridor  rights-of- 
way  in  the  urban  area. 

General  concepts  related  to  the  planning  and  design  of 
trail  projects  are  discussed  below.  These  are  followed 
by  descriptions  of  potential  channel  projects  that  could 
comprise  a  regional  trail  system  for  bicyclists  and 
equestrians. 

PLANNING  AND  DESIGN  OF  TRAIL  PROJECTS 

CLASSIFICATION  OF  POTENTIAL  TRAIL 
PROJECTS 

Information  from  the  field  survey  of  the  channel  sys¬ 
tem  (see  Appendix  1 )  was  used  to  determine  those 
channels  that  have  suitable  space  for  trails  within  their 
rights-of  way.  Such  suitability  required  either  sufficient 
access  space  along  the  side  of  the  channel,  or  a  reason¬ 
ably  wide  channel  floor  with  a  flat,  paved  bottom  that 
remains  dry  most  of  the  year.  Those  channels  found  to 
have  such  characteristics  were  then  classified  on  the 
basis  of  their  ability  to  satisfy  regional  trail  system 
needs.  These  needs,  which  were  discussed  in  Chapter  3 
and  summarized  in  Figure  5,  form  the  basis  for  the 
classification  system  used  here. 

The  purpose  of  this  classification  system  is  to  indicate 
those  channels  that  should  receive  priority  for  develop¬ 
ment,  based  on  the  goal  of  completing  a  regional  trail 
system  for  bicyclists  and  equestrians.  Such  a  trail  net¬ 
work  would  be  structured  around  regional  backbone^ 


The  regional  'backbone"  system  proposed  Hare  should  not  be  confused 
with  local  trail  backbones,  such  as  the  City  of  Los  Angeles'  bicycle  back¬ 
bone  system  or  the  city's  Twelfth  District  backbone  equestrian  trail  The 
term  is  commonly  used  to  indicate  a  network  ol  trails  that  serves  as  the 
base  of  a  larger  system  of  secondary  and  tertiary  connectors 


trails  that  would  permit  easy  movement  through  the 
urban  area,  would  be  readily  accessible  to  a  large 
amount  of  the  area's  population,  and  would  provide 
access  to  major  recreational  facilities  or  to  trails  con¬ 
necting  to  such  facilities.  Secondary  trails  connecting 
to  the  backbone  would  be  classified  according  to  their 
regional  significance  and  their  ability  to  extend  the 
usefulness  of  the  backbone. 

Each  channel  was  placed  in  one  of  the  following  classes, 
based  on  the  function  it  would  best  serve  within  the 
regional  system  (see  Figure  7): 

■  Class  A  -  Proposed  additions  to  the  regional  trail 
backbone  (the  LARIO  and  San  Gabriel  trails  form  an 
existing  north-south  regional  backbone,  connecting 
the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  to  the  south  coast  at 
Long  Beach) 

■  Class  B  —  Proposed  connections  between  the  back¬ 
bone  system  and  major  recreational  areas 

•  Class  C  —  Proposed  connections  that  would  improve 
regional  access  to  the  backbone,  but  would  not  lead 
to  major  recreational  areas 

•  Class  D  —  Proposed  projects  of  local  significance  only, 
but  with  a  connection  to  the  regional  backbone 

■  Class  E  -  Proposed  projects  of  local  significance  only, 
not  connected  to  the  regional  backbone. 

In  determining  which  of  the  channels  in  an  area  would 
best  function  as  a  part  of  the  backbone  or  as  a  major 
connector,  it  was  necessary  to  compare  the  channels  on 
the  basis  of  their  relative  suitability  for  trail  develop¬ 
ment.  The  following  factors  were  used  to  judge  this 
suitability: 

■  The  location  and  alignment  of  a  channel  relative  to 
the  trail  needs  of  an  area 

■  The  number  and  kinds  of  obstructions  along  the 
route  (principal  items  in  determining  the  cost  of  a 
project) 
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•  The  proximity  of  other  channels  or  other  trail  corri¬ 
dors,  and  their  relative  ability  to  perform  the  same 
function  within  the  regional  trail  scheme  as  that  of 
the  channel  being  considered 

a  Recreational  facilities  and  traffic  destinations 
(schools,  shoppingcenters,  etc.)  along  the  route. 

Beyond  the  basic  standards  for  trail  design  discussed  in 
Chapter  2,  it  was  not  possible,  given  the  number  of 
variables  within  each  of  these  factors,  to  develop  rigid 
criteria  based  on  the  factors  for  classifying  or  compar¬ 
ing  potential  trail  projects.  Instead,  it  was  necessary  to 
evaluate  each  channel  on  a  case-by-case  basis,  weighing 
its  physical  suitability  for  trails  against  the  need  for 
trails  in  that  area  and  the  availability  of  suitable  options. 

As  a  result,  a  channel  may  be  classed  in  an  A  or  B  cate¬ 
gory  despite  numerous  obstructions  or  marginal  access, 
if  there  is  a  great  need  for  a  regional  trail  in  that  area 
and  no  suitable  options.  Similarly,  a  C  or  0  rating  might 
be  given  despite  relative  ease  of  development,  if  other 
trail  corridors  in  the  area  would  serve  regional  purposes 
better. 

The  scope  of  this  project  did  not  allow  more  than  a 
cursory  consideration  of  nonchannel  trail  corridors. 
Exception  was  made  in  cases  where  certain  corridors 
had  obvious  potential,  or  where  there  were  obstacles 
along  channel  routes  that  necessitated  detours  from 
the  channel  right-of-way.  Also,  there  was  generally  very 
little  information  available  from  other  agencies  about 
routes  designated  by  those  agencies  as  potential  trail 
corridors.  Many  of  these  routes  are  tentative  and  have 
not  been  studied  in  detail. 

The  classifications  given  here,  therefore,  are  based  gen¬ 
erally  on  the  use  of  channel  rights-of-way  for  regional 
trails,  whenever  channels  exist  in  suitable  locations  and 
have  sufficient  potential  for  accommodating  trails. 
However,  close  coordination  with  local  agencies  is  rec¬ 
ommended  when  trail  projects  are  planned  in  order  to 
ensure  that  better  routes  are  not  overlooked. 

Class  A  Projects 

Trails  along  the  Los  Angeles  and  San  Jose  Rivers  would 
extend  the  proposed  regional  trail  backbone  west  and 
east  from  the  existing  LARIO  and  San  Gabriel  Trails. 
The  regional  trail  system  would  then  link  the  Sepulveda 
Recreational  Area,  Griffith  Park,  the  central  urban  area, 
the  south  central  industrial  area,  the  south  coast  at 
Long  Beach,  the  Whittier  Narrows  Recreational  Area, 
the  Santa  Fe  Dam  Recreational  Area,  the  vicinity  of 


the  Puddingstone  Recreational  Area,  and  the  Angeles 
National  Forest.  These  channels  would  extend  the 
regional  trail  system  to  the  large  populations  of  the 
San  Fernando  Valley  and  the  central  Los  Angeles  area, 
as  well  as  to  the  rapidly  developing  eastern  San  Gabriel 
Valley  area. 

Los  Angeles  River  trails  are  included  as  Class  A  projects 
despite  major  segments  with  numerous  obstructions  or 
insufficient  space  along  the  channel  side  for  trails.  These 
trails  would  be  expensive  to  develop  and  would  require 
use  of  the  channel  floor  for  extended  distances  in  some 
places.  The  Class  A  rating  reflects  both  the  great  need 
for  an  extension  of  the  regional  trail  system  into  the 
heavily  populated  central  city  and  San  Fernando  Valley 
areas  and  the  lack  of  alternative  routes.  Any  major  gaps 
in  the  Los  Angeles  River  trails  that  could  not  be  circum 
vented  using  other  trail  corridors  would  separate  the 
eastern  and  western  halves  of  the  region,  and  would 
prevent  the  completion  of  a  truly  regional  trail  system. 

Either  San  Jose  Creek  or  Walnut  Creek  could  serve  as 
an  eastern  extension  of  the  backbone  system.  The  area 
along  Walnut  Creek  currently  has  a  larger  population, 
and  Walnut  Creek  would  provide  a  more  direct  route  to 
Puddingstone.  San  Jose  Creek,  however,  would  extend 
the  backbone  farther  to  the  east  and  ultimately  would 
serve  as  large  a  population  as  Walnut  Creek  due  to  the 
rapid  development  occurring  along  it.  This  route  also 
has  less  frequent  obstructions. 

Class  B  Projects 

Channels  with  Class  B  trails  would  connect  the  back¬ 
bone  system  to  the  following  major  recreational  areas: 
Hansen  Dam  (Tujunga  Wash),  Arroyo  Seco  Park  System, 
the  proposed  Devil's  Gate  Recreational  Area  (Arroyo 
Seco),  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  (Arroyo  Seco  and 
Thompson  Creek),  Santa  Monica  Mountains  (Arroyo 
Calabasas),  and  the  proposed  Chatsworth  Recreational 
Area  (Dayton/Chatsworth/Bell  Creek  Channel  system). 
Together,  Arroyo  Calabasas  and  the  Dayton/Chats 
worth/Bell  system  would  connect  the  extensive  eques¬ 
trian  trail  system  in  the  western  San  Fernando  Valley 
with  proposed  equestrian  trails  in  the  Santa  Monica 
Mountains.  Such  a  connection  is  currently  a  major  goal 
of  equestrians  in  that  area. 

Buena  Vista/Santa  Fe  Diversion  Channel  trails  would 
provide  a  much  needed  connection  between  the  LARIO 
and  San  Gabriel  trails  and  would  complete  a  major  trail 
loop. 
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Most  of  the  Class  B  trails  would  greatly  increase  the 
area  and  population  served  by  the  regional  trail  sys 
tem.  They  would  also  improve  access  to  the  back 
bone  system,  thus  increasing  the  usefulness  of  those 
trails. 

Walnut  Creek  is  not  proposed  as  a  Class  B  connector  to 
the  Puddingstone  Recreational  Area,  because  it  is 
obstructed  frequently.  (One  of  the  obstructions  is  a 
shopping  center  that  covers  the  channel  for  a  long  dis¬ 
tance.)  In  addition,  the  San  Jose  Creek  trails  would 
bring  riders  to  the  vicinity  of  Puddingstone,  from  which 
local  trails  or  city  streets  could  be  used  to  reach  the 
park. 

Similarly,  Caballero  Creek  is  not  recommended  as  a 
major  connector  to  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains 
because  of  frequent  obstructions. 

Class  C  Projects 

The  Class  C  projects  would  extend  access  to  the  regional 
trail  system  to  a  significantly  larger  area.  However,  these 
projects  would  not  provide  through  routes  between 
major  points  or  connect  major  recreational  areas  to  the 
backbone  system. 

The  Class  C  channels  are  often  recommended  for  either 
bicycle  or  equestrian  trails  rather  than  both,  since  the 
local  areas  served  may  not  have  both  needs. 

Among  the  bicycle  projects  in  this  class.  Coyote  Creek/ 
Coyote  Creek  North  Fork  and  Laguna  Dominguez  have 
the  most  evident  potential.  Both  would  be  lengthy  trails 
serving  large  areas.  Coyote  Creek/North  Fork  is  espe¬ 
cially  appealing  because  of  its  trapezoidal  section; 

Laguna  Dominguez  is  also  trapezoidal  for  about  half 
its  length.  Both  of  these  projects  would  provide  trans¬ 
portation  routes  to  schools  and  businesses,  and  would 
improve  bicycle  access  to  the  coastal  area  from  heavily 
populated  regions. 

The  Laguna  Dominguez  project  would  have  a  much 
greater  regional  significance  if  a  connection  were  com¬ 
pleted  from  its  terminus  in  Hawthorne  to  the  Ballona 
Creek  Bicycle  Trail.  This  would  achieve  a  much  needed 
crosstown  route  through  the  heavily  urbanized  area 
between  the  LARIO  backbone  and  the  South  Bay 
Bicycle  Trail. 

The  Burbank  Western/ La  Tuna  Canyon/Hansen  Heights 
equestrian  trail  would  provide  access  to  Griffith  Park 
from  an  area  of  heavy  equestrian  use,  and  from  Griffith 


Park  to  the  Verdugo  Mountain  trail  system.  It  is  also 
likely  that  a  major  equestrian  loop  could  be  developed 
incorporating  this  trail,  the  Tujunga  Wash,  part  of  the 
Los  Angeles  River,  Griffith  Park,  and  Hansen  Dam,  with 
connections  to  the  Verdugo  Mountains  and  San  Gabriel 
Mountain  trail  systems. 

Other  attractive  equestrian  projects  in  this  class  include 
trails  along  Brown,  Aliso,  Limekiln,  and  Sawpit  chan 
nets.  These  trails  would  serve  a  large  number  of  eques 
trians  in  those  areas  and  would  create  trail  loops  improv 
ing  the  use  of  local  trail  systems. 

Bull  Creek  trails  would  provide  improved  equestrian 
and  bicycle  access  to  the  Sepulveda  Basin  Recreational 
Area. 

Class  D  and  E  Projects 

Class  D  and  E  projects  would  have  no  regional  signifi 
cance  but  could  provide  trails  useful  for  local  transpor¬ 
tation  or  recreational  purposes.  Class  D  projects  would 
provide  locally  beneficial  access  to  the  regional  system, 
but  the  number  of  people  affected  would  not  be  signifi¬ 
cant  regionally. 

All  of  the  Class  D  and  E  projects  are  bicycle  trails  except 
the  equestrian  trail  on  the  upper  Verdugo  Wash.  These 
potential  projects  are  short  and  are  usually  located  in 
urban  areas  where  they  would  be  of  little  benefit  to 
equestrians.  The  bicycle  trails,  while  short,  might  serve 
useful  transportation  or  recreational  purposes  in  local 
urban  areas. 

The  classification  system  used  here  reflects  the  study's 
focus  on  regional  priorities.  However,  this  does  not 
indicate  that  projects  serving  only  local  needs  might 
not  be  attractive  to  individual  communities  and  have 
high  local  priorities  within  those  communities. 

While  the  Corps'  planning  efforts  should  have  a 
regional  focus,  smaller  projects  initiated  at  a  local  level 
and  having  strong  local  support  should  be  considered 
carefully,  particularly  those  with  possible  application 
in  other  parts  of  the  system. 

Smaller  segments  of  many  Class  A,  B,  and  C  projects 
would  make  excellent  local  projects,  even  if  the  remain¬ 
der  of  the  regional  trail  were  not  built.  Such  projects 
might  be  built  as  the  first  phase  of  the  larger  develop¬ 
ment.  Segments  of  the  Laguna  Dominguez  Bicycle 
Trail  would  provide  excellent  commuter  routes  to  the 
Datsun  office  complex  north  of  Main  Street,  to 
El  Camino  College,  or  to  the  Northrop  complex  in 
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Hawthorne.  Many  sections  of  the  Los  Angeles  River 
could  be  used  as  local  commuter  routes,  or  as  bicycle 
routes  to  commercial  areas.  The  La  Tuna  Canyon  chan¬ 
nel,  separate  from  its  Burbank  western  connection, 
would  provide  a  much  needed  local  trail  for  equestrians. 
Riders  in  this  area  must  now  walk  their  horses  along 
the  side  of  La  Tuna  Canyon  Road,  which  carries  heavy 
auto  traffic.  Many  similar  local  projects  could  be  struc¬ 
tured  from  other  proposed  regional  trail  projects. 

BICYCLE  TRAILS 

A  basic  fact  to  be  considered  in  the  design  of  bicycle 
trails  is  that  the  city  streets  always  offer  an  alternative 
to  their  use.  The  main  advantages  that  a  trail  offers  over 
the  use  of  streets  are  separation  from  traffic  and  fewer 
delays  due  to  traffic  lights  and  stop  signs.  The  streets 
are  almost  always  more  direct,  however,  and  the  bicy¬ 
clist  will  weigh  the  advantages  of  separation  from  traffic 
and  time  saved  en  route  against  the  time  required  to  get 
to  and  from  the  trail.  The  aesthetics  of  the  trail  relative 
to  those  of  the  alternative  streets  are  also  a  significant 
consideration. 

There  are  three  main  categories  of  users  of  bicycle  trails: 

■  Serious  recreational  bicyclists  who  make  frequent 
long  distance  trips.  This  group,  which  includes  orga¬ 
nized  bicycle  clubs,  generally  consists  of  highly 
skilled  bicyclists  who  ride  comfortably  and  safely  in 
automobile  traffic.  These  riders  will  use  off-street 
trails  only  when  they  are  very  convenient,  offer 
obvious  advantages  in  reduced  obstruction  to  travel, 
lead  to  desirable  destinations  such  as  major  recre¬ 
ational  areas,  and  offer  easy  access  to  restaurants  or 
food  stands.  They  almost  always  ride  with  a  specific 
destination  in  mind  rather  than  only  for  the  bicycling 
experience  itself. 

■  Less  avid  or  less  skilled  cyclists  who  make  shorter 
trips,  principally  on  weekends,  for  shopping  or  recre¬ 
ation.  These  riders  are  more  concerned  about  separa¬ 
tion  from  traffic  and  are  apt  to  go  farther  out  of  their 
way  to  make  use  of  a  bicycle  trail.  Though  they  usu¬ 
ally  ride  with  a  specific  destination  in  mind,  they  are 
the  only  one  of  the  three  groups  likely  to  take  lei¬ 
surely  rides.  For  example,  a  family  with  children 
might  use  the  trail  with  no  specific  destination  in 
mind. 

■  Commuters  bicycling  to  work  or  to  school.  There  has 
been  increasing  emphasis  recently  on  providing  bicy¬ 
cle  trails  for  commuters  in  order  to  offer  an  alterna¬ 
tive  to  automobile  travel.  Ideally,  bicycle  trails  would 


be  located  to  serve  both  recreational  riders  and  com¬ 
muters,  providing  rapid  through  transit  of  an  area  for 
both,  and  access  to  schools  and  businesses  as  well  as 
recreational  facilities. 

The  following  conclusions  can  be  drawn  regarding  the 
planning  of  bicycle  trails  for  these  three  groups  of  users: 

■  Trails  should  be  of  sufficient  length  to  make  the  time 
needed  to  gain  access  to  them  worthwhile  and  they 
should  include  major  destination  points  along  their 
length  for  both  recreational  users  and  commuters. 
Trails  that  are  short  and  do  not  lead  to  desirable 
destinations  generally  will  seldom  be  used. 

■  In  deciding  whether  a  bicycle  trail  should  be  built 
along  a  channel,  careful  consideration  should  be 
given  to  alternative  street  routes  in  the  area.  If  adja¬ 
cent  streets  afford  safe  and  easy  travel  to  cyclists, 
the  trail  probably  would  not  be  heavily  used.  Such 
consideration  would  require  a  certain  amount  of 
coordination  among  planners  from  different  agencies. 

■  In  order  for  commuting  by  bicycle  to  be  regarded  as 
a  serious  option  by  a  significant  number  of  people, 

it  probably  will  be  necessary  to  provide  shower  facili¬ 
ties  for  cyclists.  It  will  also  be  necessary  to  provide 
improved  methods  of  securing  bicycles,  such  as 
lockers  or  vertical  racks.  Security  must  be  given  ade 
quate  consideration  in  the  design  of  any  facility 
intended  for  use  by  bicyclists,  either  for  recreation 
or  commuting. 

The  Bikeway  Design  Atlas  (Ref  4  1)  is  recommended 
as  an  excellent  source  of  ideas  and  information  on 
urban  bicycle  paths. 

EQUESTRIAN  TRAILS 

The  situation  facing  equestrians  with  regard  to  the  use 
of  separated  trails  is  very  much  different  from  that 
described  for  bicyclists.  The  equestrian  has  little  or  no 
alternative  to  the  separated  trail,  since  the  use  of  city 
streets  by  horses  is  impractical  for  more  than  short 
distances. 

Rapid  urbanization,  and  particularly  the  construction 
of  freeways  and  flood  channels,  has  created  impassable 
barriers  that  have  made  much  of  the  previously  existing 
regional  trail  system  of  Los  Angeles  County  unusable. 
Owners  of  horses  in  specially  zoned  equestrian  areas 
find  themselves  increasingly  isolated  from  trails  of  any 
significant  length  by  surrounding  development.  They 
are  forced  to  resort  to  trailering  horses  to  places  where 


good  bridle  paths  exist.  As  a  result,  horse  ownership  in 
many  of  these  areas  has  declined  steadily  in  recent  years. 

A  trail  system  that  would  permit  travel  through  the 
entire  region  could  have  a  major  effect  on  equestrian 
activity  in  the  area.  The  trails  proposed  here  for  the 
LACDA  channel  system  would  form  an  effective 
regional  network,  linking  areas  of  equestrian  ownership, 
major  equestrian  centers,  and  all  of  the  major  trail  sys 
terns  of  the  area,  including  existing  and  proposed  trail 
systems  in  the  western  San  Fernando  Valley,  the  Santa 
Monica  Mountains,  Verdugo  Hills,  the  San  Gabriel 
Mountains,  and  the  San  Gabriel  Valley. 

While  the  concept  has  never  been  adopted  by  any 
agency,  proposals  have  been  made  for  the  development 
of  a  Rim  of  the  Valley  equestrian  trail  that  would  circle 
the  San  Fernando  Valley  (Ref  4-2).  Mulholland  Drive 
or  the  Los  Angeles  River  would  serve  as  the  base  for 
this  system,  which  would  link  trails  in  the  western  San 
Fernando  Valley,  the  Hansen  Dam  area.  La  Tuna  Can¬ 
yon.  the  Verdugo  Mountains,  the  San  Rafael  Mountains, 
and  the  Arroyo  Seco.  Channels  that  might  be  included 
in  this  trail  system  are  the  Los  Angeles  River,  Arroyo 
Calabasas,  Bell  Creek.  Chatsworth  Creek.  Dayton  Creek, 
Hansen  Heights,  La  Tuna  Canyon,  the  upper  Verdugo 
Wash,  Winery,  Flint,  and  the  Arroyo  Seco. 

Because  there  is  such  a  need  for  through  routes  for 
equestrian  travel,  and  because  of  the  lack  of  any  alter¬ 
native  such  as  the  streets,  equestrians  are  often  willing 
to  tolerate  trail  conditions  far  less  than  ideal  in  order 
to  ride  to  an  area  where  there  are  good  trail  systems. 

As  long  as  the  distance  is  not  excessive,  use  of  a  poor 
trail  is  generally  preferable  to  trailering  horses.  This  is 
an  important  consideration,  since  several  segments  of 
the  trail  system  proposed  (especially  along  the  Los 
Angeles  River)  require  travel  on  the  channel  floor  for 
extended  periods  of  time.  Travel  on  the  floor  is  unde¬ 
sirable  because  views  are  restricted  by  the  channel  walls 
and  because  the  channel  floor  itself  is  sometimes 
unappealing  aesthetically. 

The  major  problem  in  the  proposed  equestrian  trail  sys 
tem  is  that  segment  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  from 
Atlantic  Boulevard  north  to  Figueroa  Street.  Part  of 
this  distance  would  be  along  a  concrete  bench  cut  into 
the  side  of  the  channel,  and  6.3  miles  would  be  on  the 
floor  of  the  channel.  This  6.3  miles  would  require  from 
two  to  four  hours  to  travel,  depending  on  the  kind  of 
surfacing  used  for  the  trail.  This  segment  of  the  trail 
would  have  low  visual  appeal,  and  lack  of  space  along 
the  sides  would  require  that  rest  stops  be  limited  to 
minimal  facilities. 


The  justification  for  including  such  a  long  length  of 
trail  in  such  an  undesirable  setting  is  that  this  segment 
is  necessary  to  link  the  western  half  of  the  system  to 
the  eastern  half.  It  is  also  necessary  to  complete  a 
through  trip  across  the  regional  area  from  the  San  Fer 
nando  Valley  to  the  southern  coast  or  to  the  southeast 
into  Orange  County. 

An  alternative  to  travel  on  the  channel  tluoi  f . *r  the 
length  of  this  segment  might  be  the  use  of  a  iaii  stmtt'i* 
for  equestrians,  since  the  Los  Angel'.s  rail  .'aids  ite  along 
this  portion  of  the  river.  This  idea  is  discussed  m  the 
Los  Angeles  River  trail  project  descriptions,  which  fol 
low  later  in  this  chapter. 

Based  on  numerous  complaints  and  teports  of  injuries 
heard  during  the  course  of  this  analysis,  it  would  appear 
that  further  study  is  needed  by  tecrealional  planners  to 
improve  the  safety  of  equestrian  facilities  used  in  the 
channel  system.  The  most  frequent  complaints  con 
cerned  dirt  ramps  leading  to  the  channel  (loot  and  nver 
crossings  where  horses  must  wade  across  the  channel. 
Studies  should  be  done  to  determine,  how  ramps  could 
be  designed  to  afford  riders  the  most  safety;  what  kinds 
of  surfacing  would  provide  the  best  footing  on  concrete 
ramps  cut  into  the  channel  side;  and  whether  some  kind 
of  fencing  along  the  upper  part  of  the  ramj>s  (jiossibiy  a 
breakaway  type  that  would  noi  obstruct  Hood  flows) 
could  be  used  to  break  the  fall  of  a  rider  thrown  on  a 
ramp.  Study  is  also  needed  to  find  methods  of  improv 
ing  footing  at  river  crossings.  The  giowth  of  algae  on 
concrete  surfaces  can  make  these  crossings  very  slippery 
and  dangerous  to  riders. 

Finally,  there  are  frequent  comjilaints  ol  tunnels  being 
too  small  for  safe  passage.  The  tunnel  into  Griffith  Park 
north  of  Los  Feliz,  for  example,  is  about  9  feet  high 
and  9-1/2  feet  wide.  A  frightened  horse  can  throw  a 
rider  against  the  wall  or  ceiling  of  the  tunnel.  Tunnels 
should  be  12  feet  high  and  12  feet  wide  whenever 
possible. 

USE  OF  THE  CHANNEL  FLOOR  FOR  TRAILS 

Since  rainfall  in  the  Los  Angeles  area  is  very  seasonal, 
the  volume  of  water  that  flows  through  the  channels 
varies  greatly  throughout  the  year.  During  most  ol  the 
year,  flows  in  the  larger  channels  are  small  and  are  con 
tained  entirely  within  low  flow  channels  along  the  cen 
ter  of  the  channel  floor,  leaving  most  of  the  floor  dry 
and  available  for  other  uses.  These  larger  channels,  par 
ticularly  those  with  trapezoidal  sections,  arc  generally 
wide  enough  to  prevent  the  rider  from  having  an 
unpleasantly  constricted  feeling  in  them 


The  smaller  channels  often  have  no  low-flow  structures. 
They  carry  no  appreciable  amounts  of  water  during 
most  of  the  year  but  always  contain  small  amounts  of 
“nuisance"  flow  from  sources  such  as  local  irrigation 
runoff.  These  small  flows  are  sufficient  to  keep  the 
channel  floor  (usually  called  the  invert)  wet  and  slippery 
with  algae  in  many  places.  Many  of  the  smaller  channels 
are  also  narrow  enough  to  create  an  unpleasant  tunnel¬ 
like  atmosphere  for  the  rider. 

Use  of  the  invert  for  recreational  purposes  has  been 
rare  in  the  past  and  generally  has  been  discouraged  by 
flood  control  officials.  The  following  factors  must  be 
considered  when  planning  for  such  use: 

■  Any  recreational  use  of  the  channel  floor  would  be 
interrupted  for  several  weeks  each  year  during  peak 
water  flows.  During  such  periods,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary  for  bicyclists  to  use  city  streets  to  detour  around 
the  obstructed  section,  and  equestrians  would  not  be 
able  to  use  the  trail  at  all.  The  amount  of  time  during 
which  a  section  of  trail  would  be  unusable  would 
vary  at  different  locations.  A  brief  analysis  of  1977 
flow  data  indicates  that  the  invert  of  the  Los  Angeles 
River  near  Vineland  would  have  been  unusable  for 
about  seven  days  from  October  1976  to  September 
1977.  The  invert  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  near 
Downey  would  have  been  unusable  for  18  days  dur¬ 
ing  that  same  period. 

■  Such  use  could  not  require  any  structure  or  modifi¬ 
cation  that  would  interfere  with  the  flood  control 
function  of  the  channel. 

■  Safety  procedures  would  be  required  to  ensure  care¬ 
ful  coordination  among  operational  and  maintenance 
personnel,  so  that  trails  would  be  closed  and  the 
invert  inspected  before  release  of  water  into  the  chan¬ 
nel.  This  is  particularly  important  in  the  case  of  verti¬ 
cal  channels,  since  the  vertical  walls  could  prevent 
escape  from  the  channel  floor. 

•  Riders'  views  from  the  invert  would  be  restricted  by 
the  channel  walls,  thus  reducing  the  quality  of  the 
recreational  experience  afforded  by  the  trail.  In  some 
places  (primarily  where  no  low  flow  channel  exists), 
dampness,  growths  of  algae,  deposits  of  silt  and  debris, 
garbage,  and  odors  create  an  unpleasant  atmosphere. 

While  the  use  of  the  invert  is  not  desirable,  there  appears 
to  be  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  considered  in 
cases  where  there  is  no  apparent  alternative.  However, 
further  study  is  needed  to  establish  the  feasibility  of 
the  idea.  In  order  to  determine  the  amount  of  time 
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during  the  year  that  a  trail  would  be  closed,  water  flow 
data  for  a  period  of  several  years  should  be  examined  at 
each  location  where  use  of  the  invert  is  being  considered. 
An  analysis  should  be  done  to  determine  whether  there 
is  ever  enough  water  released  by  local  sources  down¬ 
stream  of  the  Corps'  dams  to  interfere  with  use  of  the 
trails  or  to  create  a  hazard  to  trail  users.  The  Corps  has 
no  knowledge  or  control  of  such  releases,  and  if  the 
closing  of  trails  were  necessary,  it  would  not  be  possible 
now  to  coordinate  with  the  agencies  responsible.  Such 
releases  are  generally  insignificant  compared  to  releases 
of  water  from  the  dams,  and  they  are  not  expected  to 
be  a  problem.  However,  any  major  sources  of  large  flows 
should  be  identified,  and  responsible  agencies  should  be 
requested  to  provide  warnings  of  such  releases.  Use  of 
the  invert  for  trails  should  be  kept  to  a  minimum  to 
avoid  the  need  for  extensive  coordination  and  closing 
of  trails  before  releases  of  water. 

Where  use  of  the  invert  is  necessary,  it  is  recommended 
that  a  three-inch  paving  strip  be  used  for  the  trail  if 
there  is  a  low  flow  channel,  and  a  six-inch  strip  if  there 
is  not.  The  strip  would  keep  riders  above  accumulations 
of  silt  and  debris  and  nuisance  flows  from  wall  outlets. 
Concrete  probably  would  be  better  for  this  purpose 
than  asphalt,  since  it  could  be  bonded  better  to  the 
channel  floor.  It  is  possible  that  asphalt  paving  might 
separate  from  the  floor  and  break  apart  when  inundated. 
Tests  should  be  conducted  to  determine  the  best  mate 
rials  and  methods  of  bonding  for  this  purpose. 

A  study  is  also  needed  to  determine  the  best  method  of 
surfacing  the  paving  strip  to  make  it  suitable  for  eques 
trian  use.  A  textured  concrete  surface  could  be  used 
for  short  distances.  For  longer  distances,  however,  such 
as  the  1.3-  and  6.3-mile  segments  required  for  the  Los 
Angeles  River  trail,  a  concrete  surface  would  slow  the 
horses  considerably  and  could  cause  damage  to  their 
hooves  or  legs.  It  might  be  possible  to  design  a  shallow 
concrete  trough  with  a  grooved  surface  for  drainage 
that  would  trap  silt  during  periods  of  inundation,  so 
that  travel  would  be  on  the  silt  layer  rather  than 
directly  on  the  concrete.  Alternatively,  the  concrete 
surface  might  be  covered  two  or  three  times  a  year  with 
silt  scraped  from  the  channel  floor  or  with  dirt. 

It  would  be  necessary  for  recommended  trails  in  the 
invert  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  to  cross  the  low  flow 
channel  in  at  least  two  places.  Since  the  low  flow  chan 
nel  is  shallow  in  these  places,  it  probably  would  be  pos 
sible  for  horses  to  walk  across  it.  Bicyclists,  however, 
would  require  a  bridge  of  some  kind  for  the  crossing, 
studies  should  be  done  to  develop  such  a  design  If  it 
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is  not  possible  to  bridge  the  low-flow  channel,  it  would 
be  necessary  for  bicyclists  to  use  city  streets  to  detour 
around  this  three-quarter-mile  section  of  channel. 

Since  most  of  the  wear  in  a  flood  channel  occurs  in  the 
low-flow  section,  it  is  necessary  to  rebuild  the  low-flow 
channels  periodically,  in  some  cases  as  often  as  every  10 
to  20  years.  In  areas  where  trails  are  placed  in  the  invert, 
consideration  might  be  given  to  enlarging  the  low-flow 
channels  when  such  reconstruction  occurs.  This  would 
reduce  the  amount  of  time  each  year  when  the  trails 
could  not  be  used. 

Measures  should  be  taken  whenever  possible  to  mitigate 
the  aesthetic  impact  of  the  generally  poor  recreational 
environment  that  the  invert  affords.  Murals  might  be 
placed  on  channel  walls,  especially  at  points  of  entry  to 
the  invert.  Trailing  plants  grown  along  the  side  of  the 
channel  and  cascaded  down  the  channel  walls  would 
alleviate  the  visual  effects  of  the  concrete. 

AESTHETIC  CONSIDERATIONS  AND  SIGNING 

Aesthetic  improvements,  including  landscaping,  attractive 
signs,  inviting  rest  and  entry  areas,  and  murals  in  appro¬ 
priate  places  along  channel  walls,  should  be  emphasized 
in  the  development  of  a  trail  network  within  the  chan¬ 
nel  rights-of  way.  Such  improvements  would  serve  two 
purposes: 

■  To  encourage  use  of  the  trails. 

The  channels  themselves  are  a  generally  unappealing 
visual  feature  of  the  proposed  trail  system.  However, 
given  the  desirability  of  the  channel  system  for  trail 
use  from  other  points  of  view,  and  the  apparent 
inevitability  of  its  use  due  to  the  lack  of  alternatives 
in  many  places,  a  commitment  should  be  made  to 
providing  as  pleasant  an  experience  as  possible  for 
the  users. 

■  To  provide  aesthetic  benefits  for  the  adjacent 
communities. 

While  this  would  be  an  adjunct  to  a  trail  system  rather 
than  an  essential  element,  there  would  be  an  excellent 
opportunity  to  combine  the  two  functions,  and  in  so 
doing,  make  the  proposed  trails  more  attractive  to  the 
communities  that  would  help  fund  them.  (The  use  of 
channel  rights-of-way  as  community  green  strips  or 
linear  parks  is  discussed  in  the  next  chapter.) 

It  is  recognized  that  the  high  costs  of  the  projects 
described  here,  steep  inflation  rates,  and  severe  demands 


on  agency  funds  combine  to  produce  an  atmosphere 
that  encourages  the  elimination  of  \*hat  are  seen  as  non- 
essential  elements  of  a  project.  However,  such  an  atti¬ 
tude  toward  these  projects  likely  would  produce  results 
opposite  of  those  intended.  Use  of  the  trails  would  be 
discouraged  by  unattractive  trail  facilities,  resulting  in 
less  than  optimal  use  of  the  money  spent.  Other  com¬ 
munities  or  agencies  considering  the  joint  funding  of 
similar  projects  might  be  discouraged  to  participate  by 
projects  that  were  not  of  high  quality.  This  could  cause 
consequent  loss  of  funds  that  would  have  been  available 
for  such  projects.  In  order  to  attract  such  participation, 
early  projects  of  this  type  should  be  high  quality,  proto¬ 
typical  examples  of  what  could  be  accomplished  in  pro¬ 
viding  green  space  and  pleasant  recreational  paths 
through  use  of  the  channel  rights-of  way  in  urbanized 
areas  that  might  otherwise  lack  such  amenities. 

Sections  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  between  Tujunga 
Wash  and  the  Sepulveda  Basm  might  be  ideal  for  such  a 
prototypical  design.  This  section  of  channel  has  heavy 
concentrations  of  single  and  multiple-family  housing 
along  its  sides,  and  a  busy  commercial  strip  nearby. 

Such  aesthetic  improvements  need  not  be  extremely 
expensive,  particularly  in  relation  to  the  large  construe 
tion  costs  of  the  projects  in  heavily  urbanized  areas. 
During  the  channel  survey,  areas  were  noted  where  small 
groves  of  trees  had  been  planted  in  open  spaces  within 
the  right-of-way  and  were  growing  with  no  irrigation 
and  very  little  maintenance.  They  provided  shade  and 
added  a  great  deal  to  the  visual  characters  of  the 
neighborhoods. 

The  comments,  plant  lists,  and  details  included  in  the  land¬ 
scaping  sections  of  existing  plans  ( LARIO/San  Gabriel 
and  Ballona)  tepresent  a  satisfactory  basic  approach  to 
the  landscaping  of  trails  within  the  channel  system.  The 
Landscape  Guide  (Ref.  4-3),  prepared  by  EDAW,  Inc. 
for  the  Santa  Ana  River/Santiago  Creek  Greenbelt 
Study,  also  outlines  a  good  approach  to  landscaping 
along  the  channel  system.  In  addition,  the  following 
points  should  be  emphasized. 

•  It  is  particularly  important  in  achieving  an  impression 
of  quality  that  attention  be  given  to  the  context  of 
specific  design  situations,  and  that  an  assembly-line 
approach  be  avoided  in  the  design  of  an  entire  trail. 

A  small  group  of  plants  with  a  known  tolerance  to 
urban  conditions  and  a  minimal  need  for  water  might 
be  used  as  "signature"  plants  to  unify  the  entire  trail 
system.  These  few  plants  ideally  would  have  a  riparian 
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association,  e.g.,  the  sycamore.  Within  this  unifying 
scheme,  however,  plants  should  be  selected  that  are 
compatible  with  the  area  of  the  design.  There  should 
be  a  heavier  use  of  exotic  plants  in  urban  areas,  and 
of  native  riparian,  sage,  or  chaparral  species  in  less 
developed  areas.  Emphasis  should  be  placed  on  the 
use  of  plants  with  minimal  maintenance  and  irriga¬ 
tion  requirements. 

■  Accent  plants  with  interesting  forms,  flowers,  or  foli¬ 
age  should  be  used  occasionally.  There  has  been  an 
excellent  use  of  attractive  vines  such  as  the  passion 
vine  along  parts  of  the  existing  trail  system,  and  on 
several  occasions  riders  have  been  seen  stopped  to 
examine  these  plants. 

■  Plants  that  provide  food  and  shelter  for  wildlife 
should  be  used  whenever  possible.  Birds,  squirrels, 
rabbits,  and  other  small  animals  frequently  were 
observed  in  and  along  the  channels  during  the  survey. 
Use  of  the  channel  system  as  a  habitat  for  these 
creatures  in  urban  areas  should  be  encouraged.  Land 
scape  architects  should  receive  assistance  from  Parks 
and  Recreation  Department  biologists  in  preparing 
planting  plans  for  channel  trails.  (Refs  4-4,  4-5,  4-6) 

Signing  along  existing  trails  is  considered  to  be  inade¬ 
quate.  It  is  sometimes  difficult  to  follow  a  trail  or  to 
find  one's  way  back  to  the  continuation  of  a  trail  after 
a  detour  onto  city  streets  is  required.  Such  confusion 
does  much  to  discourage  the  use  of  trails  for  recrea¬ 
tional  purposes.  (Commuters  become  familiar  with 
routes  quickly.)  Clear  and  complete  instructions  should 
be  considered  a  basic  requirement  of  the  trail  system. 
Additional  signs  to  indicate  the  locations  of  restaurants, 
bicycle  and  tack  shops,  points  of  interest,  recr.  nal 
areas,  and  even  the  names  of  interesting  plants  would 
make  the  trails  much  more  attractive  to  users.  The  addi¬ 
tional  expense  would  be  minor  compared  with  construc¬ 
tion  costs  and  could  be  seen  as  a  necessary  item  to  ensure 
that  the  value  of  the  overall  investment  is  realized. 

Themes  might  be  developed  for  individual  trails  or  seg 
ments  of  trails,  and  distinctive  variations  in  signing, 
landscaping,  rest  area  structures,  wall  murals,  and  trail 
names  might  be  used  as  unifying  elements  related  to  the 
theme.  Themes  might  reflect  a  relationship  to  nearby 
communities,  geographic  areas  or  features,  or  major 
points  of  interest.  The  identification  of  trails  with 
neighboring  communities  could  contribute  to  a  sense  of 
neighborhood  identity  in  those  communities  and  could 
encourage  use  of  the  trail  while  discouraging  vandalism. 
Such  a  relationship  might  be  encouraged  by  having  local 
groups  paint  murals  on  channel  walls  along  the  trail. 
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Trail  projects  are  described  in  the  following  pages  for 
each  location  within  the  LACDA  system  where  such 
development  appears  feasible  and  a  reasonable  need  for 
the  trail  exists. 

Route  Descriptions 

Though  the  scope  of  this  study  did  not  include  detailed 
design  of  trails,  the  planning  of  a  complete  route  for 
each  project  was  considered  necessary  for  two  reasons 

■  To  establish  with  a  reasonable  degree  of  certainty 
that  a  channel  was  physically  suitable  for  trail 
development 

■  To  provide  an  estimate  of  project  costs,  without 
which  a  realistic  appraisal  of  a  project's  feasibility 
would  not  be  possible. 

Routes  were  planned  without  the  benefit  of  some  infor 
mation  that  eventually  will  be  necessary  for  final  design 
work,  such  as  right-of-way  ownership  and  utility  loca 
tions.  Also,  it  generally  was  not  possible  to  consider 
alternative  corridors  (power  line  and  railroad  rights  of 
way,  city  streets,  etc.)  that  might  be  better  suited  to  the 
location  of  a  trail  than  the  channel  being  studied.  The 
routes  described  here  should  be  viewed  as  preliminary 
recommendations.  More  thorough  study  of  each  of  the 
trails  is  needed  before  final  determination  is  made  of 
the  location  of  tunnels,  crossings,  and  other  route 
features. 

The  major  judgments  made  at  specific  problem  points 
involved  questions  of  expense.  An  effort  was  made  to  be 
as  realistic  as  possible  with  regard  to  weighing  expense 
against  utility.  In  cases  of  serious  question,  the  optimal 
solution  from  the  potential  user's  viewpoint  was 
selected. 

All  trails  would  provide  for  travel  in  both  directions. 
Route  descriptions,  however,  were  written  assuming  an 
upstream  direction  of  travel.  Distances  given  are  for  the 
entire  length  of  the  route,  including  those  sections  not 
within  channel  rights  of-way  (city  streets,  parks,  etc.). 

Where  obstructing  streets  would  be  crossed  at  grade, 
only  signs  would  be  used  unless  signals  are  indicated  in 
the  route  description. 

Appendix  1  contains  maps  of  the  channels  showing  the 
locations  of  streets  mentioned  in  the  route  descriptions 


Cost  Estimates 

The  cost  estimates  provided  here  are  approximate  and 
are  intended  only  to  give  sufficient  information  for 
rough  comparisons  among  the  projects,  and  between 
these  projects  and  those  already  constructed  ( LAR 1 0 
and  San  Gabriel).  In  order  to  facilitate  a  comparison 
with  the  earlier  projects,  the  cost  figures  and  format 
used  here  are  based  on  those  used  for  the  May  1979 
LARIO/San  Gabriel  Feature  Design  Memorandum.  Unit 
costs  used  for  the  estimates  are  given  in  Table  4-1. 

Only  major  cost  items  that  could  be  estimated  from 
information  gathered  during  the  channel  survey 
(Appendix  1 )  are  included  here.  Cost  items  not  con 
tained  in  the  estimates  included  land  acquisition,  relo¬ 
cation  of  drain  inlets  and  utilities,  the  cost  of  concrete 
block  walls  or  other  means  of  separation  needed  to 
reduce  conflicts  with  channel  neighbors,  and  inflation¬ 
ary  increases  since  May  1979.  All  costs  are  rounded  to 
the  nearest  $500. 

There  is  a  great  difference  in  cost  between  open-cut 
tunnel  construction,  which  requires  that  traffic  flow  be 
halted  across  all  or  successive  portions  of  a  road  while 
construction  is  in  progress,  and  corrugated  metal-plate 
arch  construction,  which  does  not  interfere  with  the 
flow  of  traffic.  The  latter  is  assumed  in  these  estimates 
only  for  tunnels  under  freeways.  If  it  were  determined 
that  the  flow  of  traffic  on  major  streets  such  as  Los 
Feliz  and  Coldwater  Canyon  could  not  be  interrupted, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  increase  the  costs  for  tunneling 
under  these  streets. 

Jurisdictions  and  Proximity  to  Potential  Trail 
Destinations 

The  proximity  of  each  of  the  projects  to  potential  trail 
destinations  is  given  in  the  project  descriptions.  The 
following  potential  destinations  are  listed. 

■  Regional  parks  within  two  miles  of  the  trail.  These 
are  considered  to  be  major  potential  destinations  of 
bicyclists  and  equestrians.  Since  the  total  trip  length 
would  include  the  distance  to  and  along  the  trail,  as 
well  as  that  from  the  trail  to  the  destination,  it  is 
likely  that  most  trips  in  this  category  would  be  to 
parks  within  two  miles  of  the  trails. 

•  Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  to  the  trail.  Neighbor¬ 
hood  parks  are  likely  destinations  of  bicycle  riders. 
Their  large  number  and  even  distribution  throughout 
the  county,  however,  make  it  unlikely  that  a  regional 
trail  would  be  used  to  get  to  one.  Parks  immediately 


adjacent  to  trails  are  included  because  of  the  possible 
use  of  the  trail  as  a  lead-in  strip  to  the  park,  or  the 
possible  use  of  the  park  as  a  rest  stop  for  riders. 

•  Colleges  and  universities  within  two  miles  of  the  trail 
These  are  also  considered  major  potential  destinations 
of  bicyclists.  The  two-mile  distance  reflects  the  same 
reasoning  as  was  used  tor  regional  parks. 

■  Secondary  schools  within  one  mile  of  the  trail.  Sec 
ondary  schools,  while  likely  destinations  of  bicyclists, 
are  so  well  distributed  that  the  total  trip  distance  to 
them  is  not  likely  to  exceed  a  mile.  Elementary 
schools  are  not  considered  here.  A  much  smaller  per 
centage  of  elementary  students  ride  bicycles  to 
school.  Also,  elementary  schools  are  so  numerous  and 
so  evenly  distributed  throughout  the  region  that  they 
would  not  provide  any  useful  distinction  among 
projects. 

■  Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  two 
miles  of  the  trail.  These  are  also  major  potential 
destinations  of  cyclists.  The  two-mile  distance  reflects 
the  same  reasoning  as  was  used  for  regional  parks. 

Each  of  the  local  jurisdictions  through  which  projects 
would  pass  are  listed  along  with  the  potential  desti 
nations.  In  cases  where  a  channel  has  both  potential 
bicycle  and  equestrian  projects,  jurisdictions  and  poten 
tial  destinations  are  not  repeated  for  the  equestrian 
project,  since  the  information  would  be  the  same. 

List  of  Projects 

On  the  following  pages,  projects  are  listed  alphabet! 
cally  by  class.  See  page  4  3  and  Figure  7  for  an  explana 
tion  of  the  classification  system  used.  The  following  is  a 
list  of  the  potential  projects  described. 

Class  A  Projects 

Los  Angeles  River  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
San  Jose  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 

Class  B  Projects 

Arroyo  Calabasas  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
Arroyo  Seco  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
Bell/Chatsworth/Dayton  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian 
Trails 

Sawpit/Buena  Vista  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
Thompson  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
Tujunga  Wash  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 


Class  C  Pro/ects 


Aliso  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
Bell  Creek  (West  End)  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
Big  Dalton  Wash  (Northern  End)  Bicycle  Trail 
Brown's  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
Bull  Creek  Bicycle  Trail 

Burbank  Western/La  Tuna  Canyon/Hansen  Heights 
Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
Compton  Creek  Bicycle  Trail 
Coyote  Creek/North  Fork  Bicycle  Trail 
Eaton  Wash  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
Laguna  Dominguez  Bicycle  Trail 
Limekiln  Creek  Equestrian  Trail 
Lopez  Canyon  Bicycle  Trail 
Pacoima  Wash  Bicycle  Trail 
Santa  Anita  Wash  Bicycle  Trail 
Sawpit  Wash 

Walnut/Big  Dalton/San  Dimas  Bicycle  Trail 
Walnut  Creek  (East  of  Big  Dalton)  Bicycle  Trail  and 
Equestrian  Underpass 

Class  O  Projects 

Arcadia  Wash  (South  End)  Bicycle  Trail 
Centinela  Creek  Bicycle  Trail 
Coyote  Creek  (North  End)  Bicycle  Trail 

Class  E  Projects 

Emerald  Wash,  Live  Oak  Wash,  and  Marshal!  Creek 
Bicycle  Trails 
Los  Cerritos  Bicycle  Trail 

Verdugo  Wash  (Upper  End)  8icycle  and  Equestrian 
Trails 


TABLE  4  1.  COST  ANALYSIS  FORMAT  AND  UNIT  COSTS 

FOH MAT 


Coil  Item 


Quantity 


Com1 


Subtotal  S 

X  21%  (tnginaanng.  desipt,  admin..  &  contmgancy2 )  $ 

Total  $ 


1  Includes  labor,  materials.  installation,  and  27.8%  construction  ovarhead  and  profit.  All  coats  art  rounded  to  tha  nearast  $600. 

2  Indudas  10%  for  sngmaanng  and  design.  6%  for  supervision  and  ed  mini  itre  don,  and  5%  for  contingencies. 


UNIT  COSTS1 

Ail  costs  are  for  12  foot  widths,  unless  otherwise  specified. 

Clearing  and  grading 
4  '  asphalt  paving 
12  concrete  paving 
6'  concrete  paving 
3  concrete  paving 
Resurfacing 
Removal  of  asphalt 

Ramp  under  crossing,  trap,  channel?  (10'  wide) 

Tunnel  under  Crossing  (open  cut)3:  concrete  bo*  culvert 

ramp  excavation  and  retaining  walls 
Tunnel  under  crossing  (corrugated  metal  plate  arch)3  culvert 

ramp  excavation  and  retaining  walls 

Ramp  to  channel  floor,  trap,  channel  (10'  wide) 

Ramp  to  channel  floor,  vert  channel  (10'  wide) 

Benching  into  trap,  channel  side  (10'  wide) 

Bndqes:  025'  unsupported  span 

25  100'  unsupported  span 
100  200'  unsupported  span 
200'+  unsupported  span 
Pedestnan  bridge  (5‘  wide) 

Low  flow  crossing4  (10'  wide) 

Rest  areas  without  rest  rooms  and  parking 
with  rest  rooms  and  parking 
Retaining  wall  (72"  high) 

(48"  high) 

Chain  link  fencing  (30"  high) 

(72"  high) 

Landscaping  at  entry  points,  other  special  locations 
Signals  at  crossings 


%  4.00/If 

15.00/If 
56.00/If 
33.60/If 
20.00/If 
3.20/If 
7.80/If 
89.000. 00/ea 
767.00/If 
147. 000. 00/ea 
3.200  00/If 
147.000  00/ea 
60. 000. 00/ea 
66, 500. 00/ea 
270.00/If 
447.00/If 
575.00/If 
700.00/If 
1.000  00/If 
280.00/If 
5.500  00/ea 
44. 700. 00/ea 
192, 000. 00/ea 
192.00/If 
140.00/If 
4  25/It 
10.25/If 

13.000. 00/ea  location 
19, 000. 00/ea  location 


1  Based  on  May  1979  prices  used  for  LARIO/San  Gabriel  estimates. 

2  Ramp  costs  vary  considerably  The  figure  used  is  an  approximate  average. 

®  Open-cut  tunnel  construction  interrupts  traffic  on  the  road  during  the  period  of  construction  CMP  arch  construction  is  used  for  tunneling  under  all  freeways  and 
under  streets  where  interruption  of  traffic  must  be  avoided. 

*  Based  on  die  cost  of  a  25'-100'  bridge  5'  wide 
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CLASS  A  PROJECTS 


Los  Angeles  River  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
San  Jose  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
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LOS  ANGELES  RIVER  BICYCLE  AND 
EQUESTRIAN  TRAILS 

Both  equestrian  and  bicycle  trails  are  recommended 
for  the  Los  Angeles  River  channel  from  its  confluence 
with  the  Rio  Hondo  to  the  beginning  of  the  river  at 
the  Bell  Creek  Calabasas  Creek  confluence.  These 
trails  would  be  difficult  to  construct  in  places,  and 
they  would  be  expensive.  However,  they  would  com¬ 
plete  the  most  important  portions  of  both  the  eques¬ 
trian  and  bicvcle  regional  backbone  systems,  providing 
access  to  the  existing  LARIO^San  Gabriel  segment  of 
the  backbone  system  for  the  large  populations  of  the 
central  and  northwestern  points  of  the  region. 

This  improved  access  would  increase  the  recreational 
potential  of  the  existing  trails  significantly.  The  chan¬ 
nel  would  provide  routes  from  these  trails  to  two 
major  recreational  areas,  Griffith  Park  and  the 
Sepulveda  Basin.  It  would  lead  to  potential  channel 
connections  with  four  other  major,  existing  or  pro¬ 
posed  recreational  areas:  Hansen  Dam,  the  Santa 
Monica  Mountains,  Devil's  Gate  Reservoir,  and 
Chatsworth  Reservoir. 

The  equestrian  trail  would  offer  major  benefits  to 
riders  in  the  San  Fernando  Valley,  who  usually  must 
trailer  their  horses  to  equestrian  facilities  and  trail 
systems.  The  Los  Angeles  River,  along  with  other 
potential  channel  trails  to  which  it  would  connect, 
would  make  equestrian  travel  throughout  the  valley 
possible  without  the  need  for  trailering. 

The  City  of  Los  Angeles  has  adopted  plans  for  develop 
ment  of  an  equestrian  trail  west  from  Griffith  Park 
along  Mulholland  Drive  to  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains. 
This  trail  would  also  act  as  a  westward  extension  of 
the  regional  backbone.  However,  no  funds  have  been 
allotted  for  the  trail  currently,  and  it  is  not  known  at 
this  time  when  the  trail  will  be  built. 

While  the  Los  Angeles  River  trail  would  not  be  as 
attractive  to  riders,  it  would  be  much  more  accessible 
to  residents  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley  and  would 
provide  connections  to  important  equestrian  areas. 

The  two  trails  together  would  form  an  excellent  trail 
loop.  Either  trail  could  form  the  base  of  the  proposed 
Rim-of-the-Valley  trail  system. 

The  Los  Angeles  River  trail  projects  are  divided  here 
into  six  segments,  which  could  be  completed  in  phases 
as  separate  projects.  Each  of  the  segments  would  serve 
localized  uses  until  the  entire  system  was  completed. 


but  the  major  benefits  at  a  regional  level  would  not  be 
realized  until  trails  along  the  entire  length  of  the  chan 
nel  were  operational.  The  six  segments,  in  consecutive 
order  from  the  Rio  Hondo  confluence,  are  described 
below. 

Segment  f.  Los  Angeles  River:  Rio  Hondo  Confidence 
to  Downey  Road 

A  bicycle  trail  terminating  at  the  end  o<  this  segment 
would  provide  increased  access  to  the  LARIO  San 
Gabriel  trail  system  and  would  provide  the  adjoining 
communities  west  of  the  river  (South  Gate,  Cudahy, 

Bell,  Maywood,  and  Vernon)  with  a  Class  I  bicycle 
route  for  transportation  purposes.  Commuters  could 
use  this  trail  to  travel  to  the  industrial  district  along  the 
river  in  Vernon. 

There  is  no  equestrian  activity  in  areas  along  this  seg 
ment,  and  a  bridle  path  ending  at  Downey  Road  would 
be  of  no  use.  The  equestrian  trail  for  th  s  segment  there¬ 
fore  should  not  be  built  until  it  can  be  comp  eted  ali  the 
way  to  Griffith  Park. 

The  bicycle  trail  would  be  located  along  the  west  side 
of  the  channel  to  provide  maximum  access  to  the  ad,a 
cent  communities.  (The  Long  Beach  Freeway  pa'a1  els 
the  channel  on  the  east,  restricting  access.)  Location  of 
the  equestrian  trail  on  the  east  side  wou-d  a  low  use  of 
the  power  line  right  of  way  between  the  channe'  and 
freeway. 

Development  of  trails  north  of  S'ausor  Avenue  m  this 
segment  would  be  difficult  and  very  expensive  There 
is  insufficient  space  along  the  west  side  ‘or  a  trail,  and 
railroad  tracks  immediately  adjacent  to  the  east  access 
road  make  tins  road  unsuitable  for  use  bv  horses.  For 
part  of  this  distance,  trails  would  be  located  on  a  bench 
cut  into  the  side  of  the  channel.  Also,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  equestrian  trail  to  cross  an  act  ve  rail 
road  line  in  two  places.  This  expense  and  inconvenience 
must  be  weighed  against  the  great  importance  of  this 
segment  as  a  critical  link  in  the  backbone  system,  with 
out  which  the  eastern  and  western  halves  of  the  system 
would  be  iso'ated  from  each  other. 

Plans  currently  are  being  prepared  by  the  County  Road 
Department  and  the  County  Parks  and  Recreation 
Department  for  a  bicycle  trail  along  this  segment 
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Segment  2  Los  Angeles  Rn,er •  Downey  Road  to 
Figueroa  Street 

This  segment  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  constitutes  one 
of  the  major  obstacles  to  developing  the  system  of 
regional  trails  described  in  th/s  report.  As  in  the  case  of 
the  previous  segment,  this  segment  is  also  a  key  link  in 
the  backbone  system  since  it  connects  the  eastern  and 
western  halves  of  the  system.  Industrial  facilities  and 
rail  yards  obstruct  access  along  both  sides  of  the  channel 
for  most  of  the  length  of  the  segment,  thus  making 
trails  along  the  sides  impossible.  The  channel  has  a  rec¬ 
tangular  section  from  37th  Street  to  the  Butte  Street 
railroad  bridge  (about  0.6  mile).  This  section  is  covered 
with  water  (though  only  a  few  inches  deep)  for  more  of 
the  year  than  the  remainder  of  the  channel. 

There  are  four  possibilities  for  connecting  proposed 
trails  below  Downey  with  those  above  Figueroa 


* 


■  It  would  be  very  important,  given  the  distance  that 
horses  would  travel  on  the  channel  floor,  that  a  satis¬ 
factory  means  of  providing  a  dirt  trail  surface  be 
developed 

■  It  would  be  necessary  for  both  trails  to  cross  the  ow 
flow  channel  twice.  The  low-flow  channel  diverges 
just  south  of  37th  Street  into  two  branches  that  flow 
along  the  main  channel  walls  through  the  vertical  sec 
tion.  The  branches  merge  into  a  single  channel  north 
of  Washington  Boulevard 

Trails  on  the  channel  floor  would  not  be  usable  during 
those  times  of  the  year  when  water  in  the  channel  rose 
above  the  trail  surface.  Further  study  is  needed,  particu 
larly  for  the  vertical  section,  to  determine  how  often 
this  would  occur.  During  these  periods,  the  equestrian 
trail  would  be  closed,  and  bicyclists  would  use  surface 
streets  to  detour  around  the  impassable  sect, on. 


•  Locate  trails  on  the  bottom  of  the  channel 

•  Use  surface  streets  to  bypass  this  segment  of  channel 

■  Bench  into  the  trapezoidal  walls,  using  the  channel 
bottom  or  surface  streets  for  the  length  of  the  vertical 
sections 

■  Take  advantage  of  the  rail  lines  and  switching  yards 
along  the  s  des  to  arrange  a  rail  connection  between 
the  two  ends  of  the  segment. 

The  use  of  surface  streets  in  this  area  is  possible  for 
bicyclists  (though  not  desirable)  but  not  possible  for 
equestrians.  Traffic  in  the  area  is  quite  heavy  at  times 
and  includes  many  heavy  trucks  that  would  frighten 
horses.  The  fact  that  railroad  tracks  cross  the  streets  in 
many  places  would  make  bicycle  travel  unpleasant.  No 
suitable  paths  for  horses  (rail  rights  of  way,  alleys, 
vacant  lots,  etc.)  could  be  located  in  the  area. 

To  avoid  the  high  cost  of  benching  into  the  channel 
sides  and  the  undesirable  option  of  the  use  of  surface 
streets  by  cyclists,  it  is  recommended  that  both  trails  be 
placed  on  the  channel  floor  for  most  of  this  segment. 

If  this  were  done: 

■  A  thicker  strip  of  pavement,  perhaps  12  inches  thick, 
would  be  necessary  for  the  trails  through  the  rectangu 
lar  section  from  37th  Street  to  the  Butte  Street  rail¬ 
road  bridge 


As  an  alternative  to  use  of  the  channel  floor  for  the 
entire  length  of  the  segment,  the  bicycle  trail  could  be 
benched  into  the  side  from  north  of  Washington  Street 
to  Broadway.  (The  channel  section  is  also  rectangular 
from  north  of  Broadway  to  Figueroa.)  Consequently, 
two  short,  street  detours  would  be  required  during 
times  of  flooding  instead  of  one  much  longer  one. 

A  second  alternative  might  be  to  make  use  of  the  rail 
lines  along  the  east  side  of  the  channel  to  ferry  equestri 
ans,  and  possibly  bicyclists,  past  the  obstructed  segment 
of  channel.  There  is  a  large  switching  yard  east  of  this 
segment  of  channel  where  trams  are  coupled,  and  there 
is  frequent  shuffling  and  reassembling  of  cars  on  spur 
tracks  in  this  area.  It  might  be  possible  to  have  a  car 
available  for  'oadmg  for  a  had  hour  on  Saturday  and 
Sunday  mornings  at  the  south  end  of  the  track  that 
dead  ends  north  of  Slauson  Street;  it  then  would  be 
towed  to  the  north  end  of  the  yards  near  the  Glenda, e 
Freeway.  Subsequently,  the  car  would  'oad  riders  from 
the  Griffith  Park  area  and  take  them  south  to  Slauson 
Street.  The  process  would  be  repeated  m  the  'ate  .di-.-r 
noon  and  perhaps  on  weekdays  by  special  request  of 
large  groups  of  riders. 

Completion  of  trails  through  this  segment  should  not 
occur  until  after  Segments  1  and  3  are  developed  Com 
pletion  of  the  Segment  2  trails  then  would  link  the 
LARIO'San  Gabriel  trail  system  to  Griffith  Pa'k,  a 
maior  focus  of  equestrian  activity  in  Los  Angeles  and  a 
maior  destination  for  bicyclists. 
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Completion  of  this  segment  would  also  improve  the 
feasibility  of  commuting  by  bicycle  to  the  downtown 
area.  Commuters  using  the  channel  trail  would  have  a 
one- to- two-mile  ride  from  the  river  to  the  government 
buildings  and  office  complexes  between  San  Pedro  and 
Figueroa  Streets. 

Segment  3.  Los  Angeles  River:  Figueroa  Street  to 
Barham  Boulevard 

It  would  appear  initially  that  this  portion  of  the  Los 
Angeles  River  would  have  great  potential  for  recrea¬ 
tional  use  because  of  its  proximity  to  Griffith  Park  and 
the  large  concentration  of  equestrian  facilities  north 
and  east  of  the  park.  However,  the  Golden  State  and 
Ventura  Freeways  isolate  the  river  from  the  park  and 
prevent  its  integration  into  park  activities. 

Because  of  this  separation,  the  recreational  potential  of 
the  river  is  reduced  rather  than  enhanced  by  the  park 
because  of  the  competition  for  the  use  of  bicyclists  and 
equestrians.  Riders  could  detour  from  the  channel 
trails  through  the  park  on  existing  bicycle  and  eques¬ 
trian  trails;  they  would  then  rejoin  the  channel  trails  at 
the  opposite  end  of  the  park  with  very  little  loss  of  time. 
Given  this  choice,  most  riders  probably  would  use  the 
more  scenic  park  routes. 

The  potential  for  use  of  the  channel  for  bicycle  trails  is 
further  reduced  by  the  fact  that  access  to  that  portion 
of  the  channel  adjacent  to  the  park  is  obstructed  by  the 
Ventura  Freeway  at  the  park's  northwest  corner  and  by 
Los  Feliz  Boulevard  at  its  southeast  corner.  The  channel 
has  a  rectangular  section  under  both  of  these  obstruc¬ 
tions,  and  relatively  long  tunnels  would  be  required  to 
cross  under  them.  There  is  an  existing  equestrian  tunnel 
under  the  Ventura  Freeway  near  its  crossing  at  the 
northwest  corner,  in  addition  to  other  equestrian  tun¬ 
nels  under  the  freeways  along  different  areas  of  the 
park.  These  tunnels  are  only  nine  or  ten  feet  wide,  are 
long,  and  are  heavily  used.  Shared  use  with  bicyclists 
probably  would  not  be  safe. 

Trails  along  both  sides  of  the  river  in  certain  parts  of 
the  channel  are  now  used  extensively  by  equestrians  to 
gain  access  to  bridges  and  tunnels  leading  to  the  park. 
The  channel  thus  serves  a  useful  function  since  access  to 
the  park  is  quite  restricted  from  the  north  and  east. 
Providing  similar  access  improvements  through  the 
channel  right  of-way  for  bicyclists  from  north  and  east 
of  the  park  would  be  very  beneficial;  however,  it  would 
require  the  construction  of  a  bridge  (the  horses  now 
wade  across  the  river)  and  a  new  tunnel  under  the 


freeway.  There  is  an  existing  pedestrian  bridge  south  of 
Los  Feliz.  However,  it  is  of  limited  use  for  access  to  the 
main  part  of  the  park  north  of  Los  Feliz,  since  the 
boulevard  must  be  crossed  after  leaving  the  bridge.  It  is 
not  currently  suitable  for  bicycle  traffic. 

Construction  of  a  bridge  north  of  Los  Feliz  would  serve 
equestrians  as  well  as  bicyclists.  There  have  been  numer 
ous  complaints  concerning  the  safety  of  the  ramps  and 
river  crossing  there  and  frequent  inquiries  about  the 
possibility  of  a  bridge.  However,  such  a  bridge  (about 
275  feet  long)  would  be  very  expensive.  (It  would  cost 
about  $275,000  for  a  12  foot  wide  equestrian  or  bicycle 
bridge,  or  $458,500  for  a  20  foot  wide  bridge  for  both.) 

Given  these  facts,  there  are  three  possible  approaches 
to  the  continuation  of  trails  from  Los  Feliz  to  the 
Ventura  Freeway  crossing  near  Forest  Lawn  Drive 

■  The  least  expensive  alternative  would  be  to  make  use 
of  Griffith  Park's  existing  bicycle  and  equestrian 
trails.  A  new  bridge  or  improvements  to  the  existing 
bridge  south  of  Los  Feliz,  both  of  which  would  be 
about  equally  expensive,  would  be  required  for 
bicyclists  to  cross  the  freeway.  The  cyclists  would 
then  cross  Los  Feliz  at  the  existing  crosswalk  to  the 
north.  Equestrians  would  require  a  tunnel  under  Los 
Feliz.  They  would  cross  the  river  at  the  existing 
crossing  -  improvements  are  needed,  however,  as 
discussed  below  -  and  then  pass  under  the  freeway 
through  the  existing  tunnel  into  the  park.  Both  could 
reenter  the  channel  right-of-way  west  of  the  Ventura 
crossing  with  no  additional  major  construction. 

■  A  bridge  across  the  river  for  both  bicyclists  and  eques 
trians  near  the  existing  equestrian  tunnel  north  of 
Los  Feliz  would  improve  access  to  the  park  greatly 
for  both  groups  of  users.  If  this  option  were  selected, 
both  bicyclists  and  equestrians  would  pass  under  Los 
Feliz  in  tunnels.  A  bridge  would  be  built  across  the 
freeway  into  Griffith  Park  for  bicyclists.  Equestrians 
would  continue  to  cross  into  the  park  through  the 
existing  tunnel,  since  horses  probably  would  balk  at 
crossing  a  bridge  over  the  freeway.  The  bridge  across 
the  river  would  eliminate  the  existing  equestrian 
river  crossing  and  the  associated  safety  problems,  as 
well  as  the  need  for  bicyclists  to  travel  down  or  cross 
over  Los  Feliz  to  enter  Griffith  Park.  Since  the  chan 
nel  bicycle  trail  from  the  Golden  State  Freeway  to 
Los  Feliz  would  act  as  a  lead-in  strip  to  the  park  from 
the  residential  area  west  of  the  channel,  this  option 
would  provide  many  children  from  south  and  east  of 
the  park  with  safe  access  to  the  park  that  is  com¬ 
pletely  separated  from  traffic. 
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■  Through  trails  for  both  bicyclists  and  equestrians 
could  be  provided  in  the  channel  right-of-way  along 
the  entire  eastern  and  northern  sides  of  the  park.  A 
bridge  would  be  provided  over  the  freeway  north  of 
Los  Feliz  for  bicycle  access  to  the  park,  and  another 
bridge  would  be  built  over  the  Ventura  Freeway  near 
Forest  Lawn  Drive.  Two  tunnels  under  Los  Feliz 
would  also  be  provided.  As  discussed  previously,  it 

is  doubtful  that  these  trails  would  receive  much  use, 
since  most  riders  probably  would  detour  through  the 
park. 

The  route  description  and  cost  analysis  for  this  segment 
are  based  on  the  second  option,  since  this  would  be 
optional  from  the  point  of  view  of  trail  users. 

During  the  course  of  this  study,  frequent  complaints 
and  reports  were  heard  concerning  injuries  at  the  eques¬ 
trian  crossing  north  of  Los  Feliz.  If  an  equestrian  bridge 
is  not  built  here,  improvements  should  be  made  at  this 
crossing  and  at  the  crossing  north  of  the  park  at  River¬ 
side  Drive.  The  major  problems  are: 

■  Dirt  ramps  to  the  channel  floor  at  the  crossings. 

Horses  are  uncomfortable  on  these  long  ramps  and 
can  slip  or  frighten  easily,  with  the  possibility  of  the 
rider  falling  off  onto  the  channel  side.  The  ramps  at 
Riverside  Drive  are  seldom  used  because  they  are 
considered  too  dangerous.  Those  north  of  Los  Feliz 
are  heavily  used  because  they  are  the  only  means  of 
crossing  into  the  park  on  this  side.  An  equestrian 
bridge  would  be  the  optimal  solution.  Alternatively, 
wider  ramps  cut  into  the  channel  sides  would  improve 
footing  for  horses.  Breakaway  fences  might  also  be 
used  along  the  inside  edge  of  the  top  part  of  the 
ramp  to  break  the  fall  of  a  thrown  rider  and  to  make 
the  horses  less  nervous  on  the  ramp.  Such  fencing 
would  wash  away  in  the  event  of  a  major  flood  and 
would  not  impede  the  flow  of  the  flood  waters. 

•  Traffic  noise  along  the  section  of  trail  paralleling  the 
freeway.  Horses  are  easily  frightened,  particularly  by 
truck  horns.  A  wall  is  scheduled  for  construction  by 
Caltrans  next  spring. 

■  The  river  crossing.  The  horses  cross  over  a  concrete 
slab,  but  they  slip  easily  when  algae  forms  on  the 
concrete.  An  improved  crossing  surface  is  needed. 

■  The  tunnel  under  the  freeway.  Equestrians  complain 
that  (he  tunnel  is  too  small  for  safe  use. 

•  Use  of  the  tunnel  and  equestrian  trails  by  motor¬ 
cyclists.  Motorcycles  frequently  use  the  channel's 
equestrian  facilities,  and  horses  are  often  frightened 


by  them.  This  is  particularly  dangerous  in  the  tunnel. 
Barriers  that  could  be  stepped  over  by  horses  are 
needed  at  the  tunnel  entrances,  and  enforcement 
should  be  improved. 

Segment  4.  Los  Angeles  River:  Barham  Boulevard  to 
Tujunga  Wash 

Completion  of  this  segment  would  extend  the  backbone 
trail  system  further  to  its  potential  connection  along  the 
Tujunga  Wash  to  the  Hansen  Dam  Recreational  Area.  It 
would  provide  improved  access  to  Griffith  Park  and  the 
LAR  10/San  Gabriel  trails  for  San  Fernando  Valley  resi 
dents,  particularly  those  who  are  equestrians.  The 
bicycle  trail  would  also  serve  local  transportation  needs. 

The  channel  has  a  rectangular  section  through  this  dis¬ 
tance.  Currently,  access  is  restricted  along  the  vertical 
channel  sides  by  the  Lakeside  Country  Club  and  Univer¬ 
sal  Studios.  The  Hollywood  Freeway  is  a  major  obstruc¬ 
tion.  For  these  reasons,  both  trails  would  be  ramped  to 
the  channel  floor  east  of  Barham  and  would  continue  on 
the  channel  floor  until  west  of  the  Hollywood  Freeway. 

Universal  Studios  has  applied  for  a  permit  to  cover  the 
channel  from  their  eastern  property  line  to  Cahuenga 
Boulevard,  a  distance  of  about  700  feet.  Conditions  of 
such  a  permit  probably  would  require  that  easements  be 
left  on  the  covered  section  for  two  trails.  In  this  case, 
the  floor  of  the  channel  would  be  used  only  south  of 
t^  Burbank  Studios  and  from  east  of  Cahuenga  to  west 
of  (the  Hollywood  Freeway. 

Members  of  the  Lakeside  Country  Club  should  also  be 
questioned  about  the  possibility  of  allowing  an  easement 
for  an  equestrian  trail  along  the  channel.  This  land  is 
now  part  of  the  golf  course  but  serves  only  as  a  buffer 
strip  between  the  channel  and  the  nearest  fairway.  It  is 
separated  from  the  fairways  by  a  row  of  trees,  and  its 
function  as  a  trail  would  not  interfere  with  use  of  the 
golf  course. 

This  segment  of  the  channel  is  well  suited  to  travel  on 
the  channel  floor.  There  is  a  large,  low  flow  channel 
that  contains  the  flow  for  all  but  a  few  days  of  the  year. 
The  channel  floor  is  in  excellent  condition;  there  is 
little  debris;  and  the  channel  is  wide  enough  to  prevent 
an  uncomfortably  constricted  feeling. 


4-20 


Segment  5  Los  Angeles  River:  Tujunga  Wash  to  White 
Oak  Avenue 

Trails  along  this  segment  would  extend  the  regional 
backbone  to  the  Sepulveda  Basin,  thereby  completing 
a  major  connection  between  Griffith  Park  and  the  basin. 
The  trails  would  provide  greatly  improved  recreational 
access  to  the  basin,  especially  for  equestrians.  The 
absence  of  any  equestrian  trails  now  leading  to  this  area 
has  resulted  in  the  possibility  that  proposed  bridle  paths 
may  be  omitted  from  the  basin  plan. 

The  bicycle  trail  would  also  serve  lor  al  transportation 
needs.  The  trail,  which  parallels  a  busy  commercial  strip 
along  Ventura  Boulevard  for  part  of  its  length,  would 
provide  separation  from  the  heavy  auto  traffic  of  the 
area.  This  would  be  desirable  for  the  residents  who 
bicycle  to  these  shops  from  the  many  single-  and 
multiple-family  homes  along  the  channel.  Aside  from 
its  regional  significance,  a  bicycle  trail  along  this  seg¬ 
ment  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  would  be  a  very  attrac¬ 
tive  local  project. 

Except  within  the  Sepulveda  Basin,  this  segment  of  the 
channel  has  a  rectangular  section.  It  is  crossed  fre¬ 
quently  by  busy  streets.  The  405  Freeway  and  an 
access  ramp  are  major  obstructions  just  east  of  the 
Sepulveda  Basin.  Several  of  the  crossing  streets  have 
large  inlets  entering  the  channel  beneath  them  on  both 
sides,  which  would  make  construction  of  a  tunnel  diffi¬ 
cult  or  impossible.  Development  of  this  segment  of  the 
channel  therefore  would  be  quite  expensive. 

Because  of  the  problems  with  tunneling,  the  floor  of 
the  channel  would  be  used  to  underpass  many  of  the 
obstructions.  The  channel  floor  is  not  as  desirable  for 
use  in  this  segment  as  in  Segment  1,  since  the  channel 
is  narrower  and  has  no  low  flow  structure.  The  trails 
therefore  would  be  ramped  up  to  the  side  after  each 
undercrossing,  rather  than  remaining  on  the  floor  for 
an  extended  distance. 

Segment  6  Los  Angeles  River:  White  Oak  Avenue  to 
Bell  Creek  Confluence 

Trails  along  this  segment  would  extend  the  regional 
backbone  system  to  its  western  terminus  at  the  conflu¬ 
ence  of  Bell  Creek  and  Arroyo  Calabasas.  Bell  Creek 
is  part  of  a  proposed  channel  connection  to  the  recre¬ 
ational  area  to  be  developed  at  Chatsworth  Reservoir, 
while  Arroyo  Calabasas  is  an  important  potential  chan¬ 
nel  connection  to  the  Santa  Monica  Mountain  Recre¬ 
ational  Area. 


The  bicycle  path  would  serve  transportation  as  well  as 
recreational  purposes,  providing  a  Class  I  trail  for  adja 
cent  San  Fernando  Valley  communities.  Safe  bicycle 
travel  to  Reseda  and  Canoga  Park  High  Schools,  both 
adjacent  to  the  channel,  would  be  facilitated  by  the 
trail. 

The  equestrian  trail  would  link  concentrations  of  horses 
in  the  western  San  Fernando  Valley  to  the  backbone 
system  and  to  the  Sepulveda  Basin  Recreational  Area, 
thus  reducing  the  need  to  trailer  horses  long  distances. 

Proposed  connections  at  the  Brown  and  Aliso  Creek 
Channels  would  provide  equestrian  routes  from  the 
backbone  to  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains.  They  also 
would  create  trail  loops  that  would  add  considerable 
interest  to  the  local  trail  systems. 

Development  of  trails  along  this  segment  would  be  rela¬ 
tively  expensive,  since  ramped  undercrossings  would  be 
needed  at  frequent  intervals.  However,  the  channel  is 
trapezoidal  in  section  in  this  segment,  which  would 
make  undercrossings  less  expensive. 


TABLE  4- 2a.  LOS  ANGELES  RIVER  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (38.9  MILES) 


SEGMENT  1  RIO  HONOO  CONFLUENCE  TO  DOWNEY  ROAD  {«.»  MILES) 

Route  (Plans  (or  this  segment  are  now  tang  prepared  by  tht  Los  Angeles  County  Road  Dept  The  route  described  here  is  that  selected  by 
the  Road  Department).  Cross  from  the  LARIO  trail  to  the  weft  side  of  the  channel  orer  the  existing  bike  lane  on  Impertel  Highway  bridge. 
Travel  north  on  the  east  side  of  the  river,  ramping  under  each  of  the  eleven  obstructions  (Long  Beach  Freeway.  Salt  Lake  Ave.  RR  bridge. 
Firestone,  Patata  St.  RR  bridga,  Clare.  Florence.  Gage.  Randolph  St.  RR  bridge,  Seuton.  Atlantic  and  District  St.  RR  bridge).  From  about 
A  mile  south  of  Slauson  to  A  mile  north  of  Slsuson  it  would  be  necessary  to  lower  the  access  road  on  top  of  the  levee  to  widen  it  sufficiently 
for  the  trail,  using  the  existing  retaining  wall  to  oontatn  flood  flows.  From  Atlantic  to  Downey  there  is  no  access  road  along  the  west  side,  and 
it  would  be  necessary  to  bench  into  the  trapezoidal  side  to  provide  e  flat  trail  surface. 

There  is  no  suitable  place  along  the  west  side  of  the  channel  for  a  rest  area.  A  rest  area  would  be  located  on  the  east  side  south  of  Slauson. 
Bicyclists  could  cross  to  and  from  this  area  over  the  Gage  Street  bridge.  This  is  the  last  good  location  for  a  rest  stop  until  the  perk  at  Spring 
Street. 


Costs 

Resurfacing  20,000' 

Ramps  in  trap,  channel  11 

Lowering  access  area  along  side  2'  T  2,800' 

Benching  into  side  7,000' 

Fencing  4,000' 

Rest  area  1 

Landscaping  3  locations 

Subtotal 
x  21% 

Total 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  2 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  4 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  mites  0 

Jurisdictions  South  Gate,  Cudahy,  Bed,  Vernon,  Los  Angetes  County 


$  64,000 

979,000 
288.500 
1.890,000 
41,000 
192,000 
39,000 
S3>M,5d8 
733,000 

$r32?!sw 


SEGMENT  2  DOWNEY  ROAD  TO  FIGUEROA  STREET  16  MILES) 

Route  Descend  to  the  channel  floor  using  the  existing  truck  ramp  north  of  Downey.  The  trail  along  the  channel  floor  would  be  on  3"  concrete 
except  from  37th  St  to  the  Butte  St.  RR  where  12"  concrete  would  be  used.  Continue  on  the  channel  floor  until  north  of  Figueroa,  crossing 
die  low  flow  channel  twice,  then  ramp  up  to  the  west  sioe.  Access  ramps  to  the  trail  would  be  provided  at  Soto  (vertical  channel),  Olympic. 
Whittier  (existing).  1st,  and  Macy  (all  on  the  west  side).  A  ramp  on  the  east  side  would  provide  access  to  the  park  at  Spring  St.,  which  would  be 
used  as  a  rest  stop.  It  would  be  necessary  to  cross  the  low-flow  channel  again  at  this  point  to  exit  to  the  park.  (Note  Trails  along  this  segment 
of  the  channel  would  not  be  usable  during  those  times  of  the  year  when  the  water  level  rises  above  the  trail  surface.) 


Costs 

Concrete  paving  12" 

Concrete  paving  3" 

Access  ramp  to  channel  floor  (vert  chan.) 
Access  ramps  to  channel  floor  (trap.  chan.) 
Low  flow  crossings 
Rest  area  improvements 
Subtotal 
x  21% 

Total 


3,000 

28.500' 

l 

4 

3 

1  location 


$  168.000 
570,000 

66.500 
240,000 

16.500 
10.000 

$i  OfTGCiT 

225  000 
SI  296,00(5 


Alternative  Bench  into  the  trapezoidal  sides  instead  of  placing  the  trail  on  the  channel  floor.  The  trail  would  ramp  to  the  floor  to  cross  the 
vertical  sections  of  the  channel  Cost:  $5,850,000. 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  3 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  4 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  2 

Jurisdictions.  Vernon.  Los  Angeles  City,  Los  Angeles  County 

SEGMENT  3  FIGUEROA  STREET  TO  BARHAM  BOULEVARO  (10.6  MILES) 


Route  Continue  north  from  Figueroa  on  the  west  tide.  Ramp  under  Fletcher  end  Glendale  Blvd  (long  ramps  needed  in  both  plaoet).  Tunnel 
under  Los  Feb r  Bridge  over  the  freeway  to  the  west  into  Griffith  Park  A  combrned  bicycle  and  equestrian  bridge  would  provide  acoess  from 
east  n(  the  channel  to  the  freeway  bridge.  Continue  through  the  perk  on  existing  bike  paths,  then  west  on  Forest  Lawn  Drive  toward  Barham. 


(TabU  4-2*  Continued) 


Costs 

Asphalt  paving 
Resurfacing 

Ramps  in  trap.  chan,  (long) 

Tunnel  under  Los  Fell*  (open-cut) 
Bridge  over  freeway  (145'  clear  span; 
Bridge  over  channel 
Fence  repairs 
Landscaping 
Subtotal 
X  21% 

Total 


500' 

17,000' 

2 

1 

250  approaches)  1 

275'  x  12' 

3.000' 

4  locations 


$  7.500 

54.500 
170.000 
223.500 
325.000 
275,000 
31.000 
52.000 
$1,138,500 
239.000 
$1,377,500 


Alternatives 

1.  Bridge  over  the  freeway  south  of  Lo:  Felix.  Cross  Los  Felix  at  existing  crosswalk  ■id  the  north,  continue  on  park  trails.  Eliminate  bridge 
north  of  Los  Felix.  Cost:  $774,500. 

2.  Provide  a  trail  in  the  channel  ROW  along  the  entire  eastern  and  northern  sides  of  the  perk.  A  tunnel  under  Los  Felix  end  bridges  over 
the  Golden  State  Freeway  (access  to  park)  and  the  Ventura  Freeway  would  be  needed.  There  would  be  no  bridge  across  the  channel. 
Cost:  $2,149,000. 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  2 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  4 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  4 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  4 

Jurisdictions:  Los  Angeles  City,  Glendale,  Burbank 


SEGMENT  a  BARHAM  BOULEVARO  TO  TUJUNGA  WASH  (3  MILES) 

Route  Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  east  of  Barham  and  continue  to  the  west  (1.6  mihrs  on  the  floor,  using  3"  concrete  paving).  An  access 
ramp  would  be  provided  at  Lankershim.  Ramp  up  to  the  south  bank  alter  crossing  under  the  Hollywood  Freeway  A  rest  stop  would  be 
provided  near  this  point.  Continue  wesv  to  the  Tujunya  Wash,  ramping  to  the  floor  and  up  again  to  cross  under  Vineland.  Cross  Tujunga  Ave. 
at  grade 


Costs 


Concrete  paving  3” 

8,750 

S  175.000 

Asphalt 

5,000 

75.000 

Ramps  to  channel  floor  (vert  channel) 

5 

332,500 

Rest  area 

1 

192.000 

Fencing 

56.000 

Landscaping 

2  locations 

26  000 

Subtotal 

855,500 

x  21% 

179,500 

Total 

$1,035,000 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

0 

Neighborhood  irarks  adjacent 

2 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

1 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 

0 

Jurisdictions:  Los  Angeles  City.  Burbank.  Universal  City 


SEGMENT  S:  TUJUNGA  WASH  TO  WHITE  OAK  AVENUE  (8  MILES) 

Route  Continue  to  the  west  on  the  south  side  of  the  channel  crossing  Radford  4t  grade.  Ramp  down  to  the  channel  floor  about  300'  south 
of  Laurel  Canyon  to  avoid  the  inlet  there.  Cross  under  Laurel  Canyon,  ramp  back  up  to  the  south  side  of  the  channel.  Cross  Whitsett  at  grade. 
A  ramp  would  be  provided  south  of  Cofdwater  Canyon  to  tha  shopping  oanter  south  of  the  ROW  (Gaslight  Alley)  Cron  under  Coldwater  Can 
yon  on  the  channel  floor,  ramping  beck  up  to  the  south  side  west  of  Coldwater  Canyon.  Descend  to  the  channel  floor  east  of  Fulton  and  ramp 
beck  up  west  of  Moorpark. 

Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  to  cross  under  Woodman,  the  Haxtftine/Ventura  Freeway  crossing,  and  Van  Nuys,  returning  to  the  top  after  each 
under  crossing.  Cross  Kester  at  grade  (signs  only).  Ramp  to  tha  floor  east  of  Sepulveda  and  remain  on  tha  floor  until  watt  of  tha  freeway  and 
access  ramp.  Ramp  to  the  top,  then  follow  the  south  side  of  the  channel  to  tha  existing  road  to  tha  top  of  the  dam.  Follow  tha  dam  road  to 
tha  western  end  of  tha  dam,  then  ramp  down  into  the  park  and  travel  north  a  short  distance  to  loin  the  existing  bicycle  trail  along  Burbank 
Boulevard.  Travel  west  along  Burbank  and  north  along  Balboa  on  the  existing  trail,  reentering  tha  channel  ROW  by  crossing  under  Balboa  to 
the  west  on  the  existing  bicycle  ramp  at  tha  north  side  of  tha  channel.  Continue  west  along  tha  side  of  tha  river  to  White  Oak,  ramping  under 
the  SPT  RR  bridge. 


All  trails  on  tha  channel  floor  in  this  segment  would  be  on  6"  concrete  surfacing  rather  than  3",  since  there  is  no  low  flow  channel. 


(Tabl*  4- 2a  Continued) 

Cost > 

9"  concre t»  paving 

3,600' 

$  117.500 

Asphalt 

32.000' 

480.000 

Ramps  to  channel  floor  1  vortical  eftanno!) 

14 

931.000 

Ramps  in  trap,  channel 

1 

89.000 

Ramps  from  dam  road  to  park 

1 

90,000 

Fencing 

116,500 

Landsenping 

6  locations 

78.000 

Subtotal 

$1,902,000 

x  21% 

399,600 

Total 

S2.301.S00 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

2 

Neighborhood  perks  adjocent 

1 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

1 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

2 

Shopping  canters  end  business  districts  within  2  miles 
Jurisdictions:  Los  Angeles  City 

4 

SEGMENT  6:  WHITE  OAK  AVENUE  TO  BELL  CREEK  (4.B  MILES) 

Route:  Continue  amt  on  the  north  side  of  the  river.  Ramp  undar  VWiita  Oak  Avanua,  Victory  Boulevard/ Lind  ley  Attnua  (on#  long  ramp),  and 
Raseda  Boulevard.  Cross  over  Aliso  Creek  (bridga  needed)  and  ramp  under  Wilbur  Avenue,  Tampa  Avenue,  Corbin  Avanua,  Winnetka  Avenue, 

Vanowen  Street,  and  Mason  Street.  Cross  over  Brown's  Creak  inlet  (bridga  needed),  and  remo  under  DeSoto  Avenue  and  the  Canoge  Avanua 

I  auto  and  RR  bridges  (one  ramp  for  both).  Cross  at  grade  at  Owentmouth. 

Costs 

Resurfacing 

22.300 

S  71,600 

Ramps  in  trap,  channel 

11 

978.000 

Benching  in  trap,  sida  (Lindley  to  Victory) 

360' 

94,500 

Bridges 

2 

57.600 

Landscaping 

6 

78,000 

Subtotal 

$1,280,500 

x  21% 

269.000 

Total 

$1,549,500 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

1 

Neighborhood  parks  adfeor 

2 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

2 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 
JUnsdictions;  Lot  Angeles  City 

3 

PROJECT  TOTALS 

Total  Colt:  S1 1.782.000  (Me  not*  at  and  of  Tabla  4- 2b) 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

7 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent 

14 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

1 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

17 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 

13 

(  Jurisdictions:  South  Gate,  Cudahy,  Ball,  Vernon,  Los  Angeles  City, 

Glendale  Burbank,  Universal  City,  Los  Angelas  County 

TABLE  4- 2b.  LOS  ANGELES  RIVER  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  138.9  MILES) 

SEGMENT  1  RIO  HONDO  CONFLUENCE  TO  DOWNEV  ROAD  (4.B  MILES) 

Roi  te  Cross  the  Rio  Hondo  from  tfw  existing  LARIO  trail  (naw  bridge  required)  to  the  east  sida  of  ths  Los  Angelas  Rivet.  Follow  the  power 
line  ROW  between  the  channel  and  Long  Beach  Freeway  north  So  Sauson  Avanua.  ramping  undar  each  of  the  obstructing  streets  and  railroad 

bridges.  A  rest  area  would  be  locatad  south  of  Sleuson  Avanua.  Ramp  undar  Slauton,  craning  tha  rail  that  parallati  the  channel  from  Slauson 
to  the  north,  roan  taring  tha  powar  Una  ROW  (this  rail  dead  ands  at  Sauson  and  it  probably  unuaad  or  infrequently  used!  Continue  north  in 
the  povwr  ROW  Activa  rails  mutt  ba  cr oread  twiet  bafota  raanwtlng  tha  channtl  ROW.  Ramp  down  frem  tha  sida  1/4  mifa  south  of  Atlantic 
to  avoid  crossing  a  third  sat  of  tracks.  Banch  tha  trail  into  dw  sida  from  dtit  point  until  north  of  tha  On  tnct  Strati  RR  bridga.  This  would  ba 
done  to  provide  separation  batman  tha  aquas triar  trail  an  1  tha  rails  parallaling  tha  channat  ROW  at  this  point.  Ramp  up  to  tha  aeoaas  road 
north  of  District  Stroat.  continut  north  on  tha  aecass  read  until  saparttkon  from  tha  raM  Una  again  dimir  iahat  (about  1/4  mi  la  south  of  Oownoyl. 

Ramp  from  this  point  to  tha  channal  floor,  continuing  on  ho  floor  until  north  of  Oownty. 

jfT 


(Table  4-2b  Continued) 


Costs 


Bridge  at  Rio  Hondo 

*  427.500 

Ramps  in  trap,  channel 

8 

Benching  into  side 

4.800* 

1,296,000 

Ramps  to  channel  floor  (trap,  chan.) 

1 

60,000 

Removal  of  asphalt 

2.800' 

22.000 

Rest  area 

1 

192.000 

Subtotal 

$1,997,500 

x  21% 

419.500 

Total 

92,417,000 

SEGMENT  2  DOWNEY  ROAD  TO  FIQUIROA  STREET  (6  MILES) 

Route:  Continue  north  on  the  channel  floor,  crossing  the  low-flow  channel  twice,  fleet  rooms  and  a  watering  trough  for  the  horses  would  be 
provided  on  the  east  side  of  the  channel  north  of  the  Butte  RR  bridge  (there  Is  minmal  room  available  for  the  rest  facility),  along  with  a  ramp 
leading  to  them.  A  ramp  would  be  provided  at  Spring  Street  for  access  to  the  park  there,  which  would  serve  as  a  rest  stop.  Ramp  up  to  the  east 
side  north  of  Figueroa.  (Note:  Trails  along  this  segment  of  the  channel  would  not  be  usable  during  those  times  of  the  year  when  the  water  level 
rises  above  the  trail  surface.) 


Costs: 


Concrete  paving  12' 

3,000 

$  168,000 

Concrete  paving  3" 

29.800' 

596.000 

Access  ramps  to  channel  floor  (trap,  chan.) 

3 

180.000 

Low  flow  crossings 

2 

11.000 

Rest  area  and  imjxovements  at  Spring  Street  Park 

2  locations 

100,000 

Subtotal 

$1,055,000 

x  21% 

221,500 

Total 

*1.276.500 

SEGMENT  3  FIGUEROA  STREET  TO  BARHAM  BOULEVARD  110.0  MILES) 

Route  Continue  north  from  Figueroa  on  the  east  side.  Ramp  under  Fletcher  and  Glendale  Boulevard  (long  ramps  needed  in  both  places). 

Tunnel  under  Los  Feliz.  Cross  the  channel  over  a  new  equestrian  bridge.  Cross  under 

the  freeway  into  the  park  using  the  existing  tunnel. 

Follow  the  existing  bridle  path  through  the  park,  crossing  to  the  north  side  of  the  channel  at  the  existing  Mariposa  Street  tunnel  and  bridge. 

Follow  the  existing  equestrian  trail  to  the  west  toward  Burbenk  studios. 

Costs 

Removal  of  asphalt 

21,800' 

$  170.000 

Ramps  in  trap,  chan 

2 

170.000 

Bridge 

275  x  12' 

275.000 

Fencing 

12,000 

Subtotal 

$  627,000 

x  21% 

131.500 

Total 

$  758.500 

Alternatives 

1.  Cross  the  river  using  the  existing  equestrian  crossing  instead  of  a  new  biidge.  New  ramps  would  be  cut  into  the  sides  to  replace  the  existing 
dirt  ramps,  fencing  would  be  added  along  the  ramps,  and  improvements  would  be  made  in  the  crossing.  Cost  $587,000 


2.  Provide  a  trail  in  the  channel  ROW  along  the  entire  eastern  and  northern  sides  of  the  park.  A  tunnel  under  Los  Feliz  would  be  required, 
and  the  existing  river  crossing  north  of  Los  Feliz  would  be  used  with  improvements  as  described  m  Alternative  1,  instead  of  a  bridge.  A 
bridge  would  be  needed  to  cross  the  Verdugo  Wash,  and  ramping  would  be  needed  to  cross  the  two  cut  out  inlet  sections  north  of  the 
park.  Cost:  $781,500. 

SEGMENT  4  BARHAM  BOULEVARD  TO  TUJUNGA  WASH  (3.5  MILES! 

Route.  Ramp  to  tire  channel  floor  east  of  the  Burbank  Studios,  and  continue  west  on  the  floor  until  past  the  Hollywood  Freeway  (2.1  miles 
on  the  floor,  using  3"  concrete  paving).  Ramp  up  to  the  north  side  of  the  channel.  A  rest  area  would  be  provided  at  this  point.  Ramp  to  the 
floor  and  up  again  to  cross  under  Vineland.  Cross  Tujunga  at  grade  Continue  west  to  the  Tujunga  wash.  A  bridge  would  be  provided  to  cross 
the  wash. 


Costs 

Bridge  at  Tujunga  Wash  $  57,500 

Ramps  to  channel  floor  (vert,  chan.)  4  266,000 

Concrete  paving  3”  11,300'  226,000 

Rest  area  1  192,000 

Fencing  73,000 

Subtotal  %  814.500 

x  21%  97300 

Total  $  912.000 
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(Table  4- 2b  Continued) 


SEGMENT  6:  TUJUNGA  WASH  TO  WHITE  OAK  AVENUE  (f  MILES) 


Route  Continue  to  the  watt  on  tfw  north  side  ol  the  dunnd,  crowing  Radford  at  grade.  Ramp  down  to  the  channal  floor  and  up  again  to 
crou  under  each  of  the  obttructione  from  Radford  to  Keeler  (Laurel  Canyon,  Written.  Cold  water  Canyon,  Fulton/Moorperk,  Woodman, 
Hazel une/ Venture  Freeway,  and  Van  Nuys;  the  trail  would  May  on  ttw  invert  from  eart  of  Fulton  to  watt  of  Moorpark).  Crow  Faster  at 
grade.  Ramp  to  the  floor  aeet  of  Sepulveda  and  remain  on  the  floor  until  watt  of  the  freeway  and  ecceee  ramp.  Ramp  up  to  the  north  tide 
of  the  channel.  (Note:  It  might  be  poeubfe  to  oondnue  on  the  channel  floor  pact  the  spillway  directly  into  the  park.)  Climb  the  east  face  of 
the  dam  to  the  top  of  the  dam  (dfct  dope,  not  vary  steep).  Ramp  down  the  watt  face  of  the  dam  and  travel  northwest  to  join  the  proposed 
park  bridle  path  along  Burbank  Bmdavard.  Follow  Burbank  ssaet  to  the  channel,  then  travel  east  along  the  south  tide  of  the  channel  to  Whitt 
Oak,  crossing  under  Balboa  on  the  existing  equestrian  ramp  and  ramping  under  the  SPT  railroad  bridge 

Costs: 

6"  concrete  paving 

2.700' 

$  90,500 

Rampa  to  channal  floor  (vart.  chan.) 

16 

1.064.000 

Ramp*  in  trap,  channal 

1 

89.000 

Ramp  from  top  of  dam  into  park 

110.000 

Fencing 

112,000 

Landscaping 

6  locations 

78.000 

Subtotal 

$1,544,000 

*21% 

324.500 

Tout 

$1,888,500 

SEGMENT  6:  WHITE  OAK  AVENUE  TO  BELL  CREEK  (4.9  MILES) 

Route .  Continue  wait  on  the  south  side  of  the  river.  Ramp  under  White  Oak  Avenue  and  Lindley  Avenue.  Crou  Caballero  Creak  (bridge 
needed)  and  ramp  under  Victory  Boulevard.  Reseda  Boulevard.  Wilbur  Avenue,  Tampa  Avenue,  Corbin  Avenue.  Winnetka  Avenue.  Vanowen/ 
Mason  Street  (one  long  ramp),  OaSoto  Avenue,  and  the  Canoga  Avenue  auto  and  railroad  bridges  (one  ramp  for  both).  Crocs  Owensmouth  at 

grade  (signal  required). 

Costs 

Removal  of  asphalt 

22.600 

$  176.500 

Ramps  in  trap.  chan. 

11 

979.000 

Benching  in  chan,  side 

300' 

81.000 

Bridge 

SO' 

29,000 

Traffic  signals 

1  location 

19.000 

Landscaping 

3  locations 

39.000 

Sobtotal 

$1,322,500 

x  21% 

278.000 

Total 

$1,600,500 

TOTAL  PROJECT  COST1 

$6,833,000 

1  Total  protect  costj  for  tt>*  bicycle  and  equestrian  «•••$  indicate  the  cost  of  either  trad  buiii  without  the  other  The  two  projects  would  share  a  common  rest  area  and 
ramp  m  Segment  2.  and  a  common  bridge  m  Segmeni  3  Total  cost  of  bicycle  and  equntnan  trails  built  together  would  be  $382,600  less  than  the  sum  of  the  two 
projects 
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SAN  JOSE  CREEK  BICYCLE  AND  EQUESTRIAN 
TRAILS 

San  Jose  Creek  offers  the  best  potential  within  the  chan¬ 
nel  network  for  an  eastward  extension  of  the  regional 
backbone  trail  system.  Such  an  extension  would  link 
the  eastern  San  Gabriel  Valley  to  ma'ior  recreational 
areas  to  the  west,  including  the  Whittier  Narrows  Recre¬ 
ational  Area  and  the  southern  coastline.  It  would  pro¬ 
vide  residents  of  the  area  with  access  to  the  San  Gabriel 
Mountains  along  the  San  Gabriel  River  Trail  and  would 
connect  to  the  Thompson  Creek  Channel,  a  potential 
eastern  route  to  the  mountain  area.  It  would  also  con 
nect  with  the  Skyline  Trail,  a  major  equestrian  and  bik¬ 
ing  route  now  under  construction.  The  recreational 
potential  of  these  areas  and  of  the  existing  backbone 
trails  would  be  increased  by  the  improved  accessibility 
that  these  trails  would  offer. 

In  addition  to  its  recreational  potential,  the  bicycle  trail 
would  provide  a  transportation  route  to  commercial, 
business,  and  industrial  areas  along  the  channel,  and  to 
numerous  schools  and  parks. 

The  equestrian  trail  would  overlap  in  function  with  the 
Skyline  Trail,  which  is  now  being  constructed.  Both 
would  provide  regional  access  to  the  eastern  San  Gabriel 
Valley.  San  Jose  Creek,  however,  would  serve  some 
equestrians  bypassed  by  the  Skyline  Trail,  would  provide 
an  alternative  route  to  the  Skyline,  and  would  complete 
two  trail  loops  of  20  and  30  miles.  Coordination  with 
other  agencies  is  needed  to  weigh  the  additional  benefits 
that  the  San  Jose  trail  would  provide. 

Rapid  development  is  occurring  in  much  of  the  area 
along  this  channel.  The  existence  of  a  regional  bicycle 
trail  might  encourage  developing  communities  to  include 
good  bicycle  networks  in  their  planning.  As  urbaniza¬ 
tion  occurs,  existing  equestrian  trails  will  be  obstructed 
in  many  places,  and  the  development  of  regional  eques¬ 
trian  trails  in  the  area  will  become  much  more  difficult. 
Efforts  should  be  made  to  take  advantage  of  possible 
routes  such  as  the  channel  offers  before  inevitable 
encroachments  into  the  right-of  way  occur. 

The  San  Jose  Creek  trails  are  divided  here  into  three 
segments,  which  could  be  completed  in  phases  as  sepa¬ 
rate  projects.  Each  of  the  phases  would  serve  localized 
uses  until  the  entire  system  was  completed,  but  the 
major  benefits  at  the  regional  level  would  not  be  realized 
until  trails  along  the  entire  length  of  the  channel  were 
operational.  The  three  segments,  beginning  at  the  San 
Gabriel  River,  are  described  below. 


Segment  1.  San  Jose  Creek:  San  Gabriel  River  to 
Lemon  Avenue 

Recreational  trails  on  this  segment  would  extend  the 
regional  backbone  to  the  east  for  a  distance  of  nine 
miles,  thereby  improving  access  to  the  existing  LARIO 
San  Gabriel  trail  system  from  this  area.  Access  to  the 
proposed  Otterbein  Regional  Park  and  the  Industry 
Hills  Civic  Recreation  Conservation  Area  would  also  be 
improved.  The  bicycle  trail  would  also  provide  a  trans 
portation  route  from  residential  areas  along  the  channel 
to  the  concentration  of  business  and  industry  in  the 
City  of  Industry. 

The  equestrian  trail  would  connect  with  the  San  Gabriel 
Trail  at  its  west  end  and  the  proposed  Skyline  Trail  at 
its  east  end,  creating  a  major  trail  loop.  It  would  provide 
access  to  both  these  facilities  from  a  concentration  of 
equestrian  activity  near  7th  Street. 

Consideration  should  be  given  to  merging  the  Skyline 
Trail  with  the  San  Jose  Creek  equestrian  trail  proposed 
here  from  a  quarter-mile  south  of  Nogales  Street  to 
Fairway  Drive.  The  channel  right-of-way  would  provide 
better  separation  from  auto  traffic  and  trains  than  the 
proposed  route,  which  lies  adjacent  to  Valley  Boulevard 
and  the  SPT  railroad. 

Development  of  trails  along  this  segment  would  not  be 
difficult,  since  it  contains  relatively  few  obstructions 
compared  to  most  other  channels. 

The  Los  Angeles  County  Road  Department  has  studied 
this  segment  of  the  San  Jose  Creek  for  potential  develop 
ment  of  a  bicycle  trail  (Ref  4-7). 

Segment  2.  San  Jose  Creek  Lemon  Avenue  to  L  os 
Angeles  County  Fairgrounds 

Recreational  trails  along  this  segment  would  extend  the 
regional  backbone  to  the  east  an  additional  six  miles, 
thus  providing  regional  access  to  Cal  Poly,  Pomona,  and 
the  Los  Angeles  County  Fairgrounds.  Both  of  these 
locations  are  centers  of  equestrian  activity,  as  well  as 
major  traffic  destinations. 

Good  transportation  access  for  bicyclists  along  this  route 
would  be  a  major  benefit  for  the  rapidly  developing 
communities  in  the  area  and  might  stimulate  the  devel 
opment  of  a  good  network  of  regional  bicycle  trails. 
Aside  from  its  regional  importance,  a  bicycle  trail  along 
this  segment  might  be  an  excellent  local  project,  serving 
these  communities,  Cal  Poly  and  the  fairgrounds. 


An  equestrian  trait  along  this  segment  would  link  the 
Skyline  Trail  at  its  south  end  with  a  proposed  connec¬ 
tion  along  Thompson  Creek  at  the  north  end  to  the  San 
Gabriel  Mountains.  These  three  trails  and  others  would 
form  a  major  equestrian  loop  including  both  urban  and 
foothill  trails. 

Trails  along  this  segment  would  be  more  costly  than 
those  along  Segment  1  because  of  more  frequent  obstruc¬ 
tions.  The  San  Bernardino  Freeway,  in  particular,  would 
be  a  major  obstruction  to  both  trails. 
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TABLE  4  3a.  SAN  JOSE  CREEK  BICYCLE  t^ail  (16  5  MILES) 


SEGMENT  1  SAN  GABRIEL  RIVER  TO  LEMON  AVENUE  (10.6  MILES) 

Route:  From  the  San  Gabriel  River  crossing,  follow  the  sooth  side  of  the  channel,  ramp  under  the  Sen  Gabriel  River  Freeway  and  continue 
under  Workman  Mill  Road  (no  ramp  necessary).  Tunnel  under  7th  St.  (difficult  tunnel  due  to  drain  inlets)  and  cross  the  U.P.R.R.  at  fpade. 
Tunnel  under  Turnbull  Cyn.  Road  and  cross  to  the  north  side  of  the  channel  on  the  existing  bridge  it  Parriot  Plica.  Continue  on  the  north 
side  under  Hacienda  Blvd.  (no  ramp  necessary),  and  cross  Stimson  Ave.,  Union  Pacific  RR,  Southern  Pacific  RR.  and  Anaheim  Puente  Road 
at  grade.  Continue  under  Azusa  Ave.  (no  ramp  necessary).  Tunnel  undar  Nogales  St.,  crow  Sentous  Ave..  Fairway  Drive,  and  Lemon  Aim.  at 
grade. 


Cos  rs . 


Resurfacing  existing  asphalt 

41.400* 

$132,500 

Asphalt  paving 

12,300* 

184.500 

Ramps 

1 

89,000 

Tunnels  (open  cut) 

3 

556,500 

8ridge 

1 

9,000 

Fencing 

46.400* 

197,000 

Landscaping 

7 

91.000 

Rest  area 

2 

89.500 

Subtotal 

JT349.060 

x  21% 

283,500 

Total 

J1.MS.500 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

3 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent 

1 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

6 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 
Jurisdictions:  Industry,  Los  Angeles  County 

2 

SEGMENT  2:  LEMON  AVENUE  TO  LOS  ANGELES  COUNTY  FAIRGROUNDS  <6.9  MILES 

Route:  From  Lemon  Ave.,  continue  oast  on  the  north  side  of  the  channel,  bridging  across  to 

the  south  side  at  the  Southern  Pacific  RR.  Cross 

Old  Brea  Canyon  Rd.  at  grade.  Continue  north  on  Old  Brea  Canyon  Road  across  the  existing 

controlled  RR  crossing  to  the  north  side  of  the 

channel,  continuing  east  along  the  north  side.  Bridge  over  the  channel  inlet,  cross  the  private 

road  at  grade,  end  tunnel  under  Valley  Blvd.  and 

Temple  Ave.,  and  continue  east  under  the  Orange  Fwy.  (no  ramp  necessary).  The  trail  parallels  Campus  Drive  from  the  Change  Freeway  to 

Ridgeway,  and  would  be  integrand  into  the  existing  linear  park  there.  Cross  Ridgeway  Blvd 

at  grade  end  ramp  under  the  Corona  Fwy.  (minor 

modifications  required).  Continuing  on  the  north  side,  the  trail  would  tunnel  under  Ganesha  Blvd.  and  cross  Glen  ave  ,  Dudley  St.,  Weber  St., 
and  Murchison  Ave.,  at  grade.  At  this  point  the  trail  would  continue  on  surfeoe  streets  due  to  the  obstruction  created  by  the  San  Bernardino 
Fwy  overcrossing  Follow  Murchison  Ave.  to  Orange  Grove,  travel  weit  on  Orange  Grove  to  White  Ave.,  and  north  on  White  Ave.  under  the 
San  Bernardino  Freeway.  North  of  this  point  the  trail  would  follow  Thompson  Creek  (see  Class  B  projects). 

Cosrs 

Asphalt  paving 

24.500 

$  367.500 

Ramp1 

1 

45.000 

Tunnels  (open  cut) 

3 

556,500 

Bridge 

1 

9,000 

Fencing 

31,600 

134,500 

Landscaping 

5 

65,000 

Subtotal 

surrm 

x  21% 

247,500 

Total 

JV.J55.7555 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

4 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent 

3 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

3 

1  Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

7 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 

1 

Jurisdictions:  Industry,  Pomona.  Los  Angeles  County 
PROJECT  TOTALS 
Total  Cost:  $3,057,500 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  7 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  4 

Colleges  end  universities  within  2  miles  3 

Secondary  schools  within  t  mile  15 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  3 


Jurisdictions:  Industry.  Pomona.  Los  Angeles  County 


1  Ran»i>  uniln  autvde  n!  r*c>t  i  tjnn«i 


TABLE  4  3b.  SAN  JOSE  CREEK  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  (*7.7  MILES) 


SEGMENT  1  SAN  GABRIEL  RIVER  TO  LEMON  AVENUE  (ISA  MILU) 

Route:  From  tha  Smi  Qatar  id  River  crossing,  hallow  Bit  north  side,  ramp  under  Baa  San  QafarM  River  Fwy,  and  continue  uiadar  Workman 
Mill  Road  (no  ramp  na canary).  Tunnal  undar  7th  St  (difficult  tumaai  baaauaa  of  drain  Matt)  and  cross  tie  Union  Pacific  RR  at  pads. 

Tunnai  undar  Tumtauil  Canyon  Road  and  croas  Baa  dsermei  at  Baa  axiatinf  bridge  at  Parnot  Ptaoa  to  Bia  aouth  side.  Continue  undar 
Hacienda  Bird,  (no  ramp  naoaaaary).  croaa  Stinaon  Are.,  Union  Pacific  RR,  Soutiasm  Pacific  RR,  and  Andrei  m- Puente  Road  at  grads. 
Continua  under  Anise  Aaa.  (no  ramp  names  ary),  bridge  over  Baa  channel  inlet,  and  tunnal  undar  Noftiae  St  Cross  Sen  tout  Are.,  Fairway  Or. 
and  Lemon  Are.  at  grads. 


Coin 


Removal  of  asphalt 

79,000' 

t  610.000 

Ramp 

1 

89,000 

Tunnels  (open  cut) 

3 

666,600 

Bridge 

2 

43,600 

Fencing 

46,400 

*97,000 

Landscaping 

7 

91,000 

Rest  area 

1 

44,600 

Staging  area 

1 

192,000 

Subtotal 

x  21% 

384,000 

Total 

C21 i&ts 

SEGMENT  2  LEMON  AVENUE  TO  LOS  ANGELES  COUNTV  FAIRGROUNDS  <7  1  MIIESI 

Route  From  Lamon  Are.  continua  on  the  south  uda  of  Baa  channel  and  Croat  Baa  Southern  Pacific  RR,  Old  Brae  Cyn  Road,  and  a  privets 
road  at  grade  (signs  only).  Bridge  over  Baa  channel  inlet,  tunnal  under  VaHey  Bird,  and  Tampla  Are.,  and  continua  undar  Baa  Oranp  Fwy. 

(no  ramp  nacasaary).  Just  amt  of  Baa  Orange  Fwy.,  bridge  across  Baa  channel  to  the  north  tide  end  continue  beside  the  proposed  bicycle 
trail.  Cross  back  to  the  south  tide  an  die  existing  bridge  at  Ridgeway  Bhrd.  at  grade  and  ramp  undar  She  Corona  Fsry.  (minor  modifications 
required).  Continua  on  the  south  aids  crossing  Ganatha  Bird.,  Gian  Are.,  Dudley  St.  and  Weber  St.  at  grade.  The  trail  would  lease  the  channel 
ROW  at  Murchison  Are.,  following  Murchison  west  to  Baa  existing  tumaai  undar  the  San  Barnard  mo  Fwy.  This  it  a  small  tunnel  (about  IT  by  S'), 
and  it  would  be  necessary  to  dismount  and  lead  the  horse  throu^a.  Improvements  would  ba  needed  at  the  tunnel  entrance  North  of  Baa  free¬ 
way  the  trail  would  travel  to  the  east  along  the  freeway  to  Ganatha  Perk. 


Cmn 

Removal  of  asphalt 

7.<wr 

6  54,600 

Ramp1 

1 

46.000 

Tunnels  (open-cut) 

4 

830,000 

Tunnal  improvements  (San  Bam.  Fwy.) 

1 

50,000 

Bridges 

2 

15,500 

Fencing 

34.000' 

159,000 

Landscaping 

6 

65.000 

Rest  areas 

1 

44,500 

Subtotal 

x  21% 

266,600 

Total 

TOTAL  PROJECT  COST:  S1.742.S00. 


Ramp  under  oridge  span  outside  of  chanraH,  not  a  tunnal. 


CLASS  B  PROJECTS 


■  Arroyo  Caiabasas  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  T rails 

■  Arroyo  Seco  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  T rails 

■  Bell/Chatsworth/Dayton  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 

■  Sawpit/Buena  Vista  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 

■  Thompson  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 

■  Tujunga  Wash  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 
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hrtEGEDLNG  BAGS  HUNK-MOT  FILMED 


ARROYO  CALABASAS  BICYCLE  AND 
EQUESTRIAN  TRAILS 

Trails  along  the  Arroyo  Calabasas  would  provide  a  major 
connection  between  the  proposed  backbone  system  and 
the  Santa  Monica  Mountains.  Development  of  a  park 
system  in  these  mountains  has  a  high  priority  at  the 
state  level,  and  there  is  also  the  possibility  that  a 
National  Recreational  Area  could  be  created  there. 
Bicycle  and  equestrian  trails  are  being  planned  for  the 
area.  Access  to  these  trails  from  outside  the  Santa 
Monica  Mountains  is  a  major  concern  of  park  planners. 
The  Arroyo  Calabasas  could  be  an  important  link  to 
these  trail  systems  from  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  equestrian  trail,  in  particular,  would  be  of  major 
significance.  Unlike  bicyclists,  who  otherwise  would 
gain  access  to  the  area  on  city  streets,  equestrians  cur¬ 
rently  have  no  trail  connection  from  the  San  Fernando 
Valley  to  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains.  There  is  strong 
interest  among  the  riders  of  the  area  in  establishing  such 
a  connection.  Together  with  the  proposed  Bell/ 
Chatsworth/Dayton  equestrian  trail,  the  Arroyo  Cala¬ 
basas  trail  would  link  the  existing  trail  system  in  the 
western  San  Fernando  Valley  to  the  Santa  Monica 
Mountains. 

These  trails  would  also  provide  access  to  the  proposed 
regional  backbone  system  from  adjacent  residential 
areas,  thereby  linking  these  areas  to  the  Chatsworth 
Reservoir  and  the  Sepulveda  Basin  Recreational  Area. 

A  major  problem  to  be  resolved  in  establishing  these 
trails  would  be  the  connection  of  the  Los  Angeles  River 
confluence  with  the  channel  upstream  of  Topanga  Can¬ 
yon  Boulevard.  The  channel  is  covered  by  a  shopping 
center  from  Vanowen  Street  to  Topanga  Canyon,  both 
of  which  are  heavily  traveled  streets.  Bicyclists  could 
cross  at  the  intersection,  but  this  would  not  be  desirable 
for  equestrians.  It  is  proposed  that  tunnels  be  built 
under  Topanga  Canyon  and  Vanowen,  and  that  an 
attempt  be  made  to  obtain  a  12-foot  easement  along 
the  edge  of  the  shopping  center  parking  lot  for  travel 
between  the  tunnels.  While  this  is  not  a  desirable 
arrangement,  all  other  alternatives  appear  to  involve  the 
use  of  city  streets  by  horses  for  distances  of  a  half  mile 
or  more.  Given  the  importance  of  the  equestrian  trail 
along  this  channel,  emphasis  should  be  placed  on  obtain¬ 
ing  the  necessary  easement  from  the  shopping  center.  If 
a  20- foot  easement  could  be  obtained,  the  bicyclists 
would  also  use  this  route  and  could  then  avoid  the 
heavily  traveled  streets. 


It  would  also  be  necessary  for  bicyclists  to  make  use  of 
city  streets  between  Victory  Boulevard  and  Fallbrook 
Avenue,  since  there  is  access  along  only  one  side  of  the 
channel  here  and  at  the  Ventura  Freeway  crossing, 
where  the  Valley  Circle  Drive  bridge  across  the  freeway 
would  be  used.  Equestrians  would  make  use  of  the 
channel  floor  to  cross  under  the  freeway. 


TABLE  4-4e.  ARROYO  CALABASAS  BICYCLE  TRAIL  <3.9  MILES) 


Route.  From  the  north  side  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  go  north  along  Ball  Creek  600‘  to  tha  existing  bridge,  than  return  south  along  Ball 
Creak  to  the  north  side  of  Arroyo  Calabeaas.  Travel  southeast  along  tha  channel  to  Vanowen  Street,  than  mast  along  Vatowan  and  south  on 
Topanga  Canyon  Boulevard  to  re-enter  tha  channel  rijht-of-way.  Travel  south  along  tha  channel  to  Victory,  than  continue  west  on  Victory  to 
Fall  brook  Ave.,  and  south  on  Fallbrook  Ave.  to  the  channel  right-of-way.  Continue  on  tha  north  side,  crossing  tha  Woodlake  Ave./Burbank 
Blvd.  intersection,  Mariano  St.,  Cantonet  St.,  and  VaHay  Circle  Drive  at  grade.  Continue  on  Valley  Circle  Dr.  over  the  freeway  to  Avenue 
San  Luis,  then  east  on  Avenue  San  Luis  to  re-enter  the  Dry  Canyon  channel  right-of-way  on  tha  east  side.  Continue  to  tha  and  of  tha  channel. 


Costs 

Asphalt  paving  1,300'  $  19,600 

Fencing  10,600'  45,000 

Landscaping  9  117.000 

Rest  area  1  44,500 

Subtotal  $226,000 

*  21%  47,500 

Total  {27313J6 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  0 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  0 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  1 

Secondary  schools  within  1  miles  4 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  4 

Jurisdiction  Los  Angeles  City 


TABLE  4  4b.  ARROYO  CALABASAS  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  (3.9  MILES) 

Route  From  the  trail  on  the  south  side  of  the  Los  Angeks  River  follow  tha  channal  until  it  becomes  covered  by  school  playground.  (At  the 
school  playground  it  will  bn  necessary  to  obtain  an  easement  through  to  Vanowen  St.)  Tunnel  under  Vanowen  St.  and  follow  the  side  of  tha 
Topanga  Plaza  Shopping  Center  parking  lot  (it  would  ba  necessary  to  obtain  «n  eawment  across  the  parking  lot)  Tunnel  under  Topanp 
Canyon  Blvd  Tunnel  under  Victory  Blvd.,  cross  Shoup  Ave.  at  grade  (signs  only),  and  tunnai  under  Fallbrook  Ave  Cross  Manano  St.  and 
Canzonet  St.  at  grade,  tunnel  under  Valley  Circle  Drive,  and  ramp  to  the  channel  floor.  Continue  on  the  channel  floor  under  the  Ventura  Fwy.. 
then  ramp  up  to  the  west  side  of  the  channel.  Continue  to  the  and  of  the  trail. 


Costs 

Removal  of  asphalt 

14.500' 

*113,000 

Fencing 

15.500 

66.000 

Landscaping 

9 

117.000 

Rest  area 

1 

44.500 

Subtotal 

*346  500 

*  21% 

71.500 

Total 

BiSooo 

434 


ARROYO  SECO  BICYCLE  AND  EQUESTRIAN 
TRAILS 

Bicycle  and  equestrian  trails  along  the  Arroyo  Seco 
Channel  would  provide  access  from  the  proposed  trail 
backbone  along  the  Los  Angeles  River  to  the  extensive 
park  system  within  the  Arroyo  Seco.  These  trails  would 
also  lead  to  the  proposed  Devil's  Gate  Recreational  Area 
and  farther  north  to  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains. 

The  Arroyo  Seco  Gorge  is  one  of  the  most  attractive 
settings  within  the  LACDA  channel  system  for  recrea¬ 
tional  use.  It  contains  a  large  amount  of  developed 
parkland  that  would  be  appealing  to  cyclists  and  eques¬ 
trians.  as  well  as  natural  hillsides  and  a  small,  unchan¬ 
nelled,  repair  area. 

Besides  having  excellent  recreational  potential,  the 
bicycle  trail  would  also  provide  a  transportation  corridor 
for  the  densely  populated  area  through  which  it  passes. 

At  its  north  end.  this  corridor  would  lead  to  the  Pasadena 
business  district.  At  its  south  end,  the  trail  would  pro¬ 
vide  access  to  the  Elysian  Park  area  and,  through  its  con 
nection  with  the  proposed  Los  Angeles  River  trail,  to  the 
south  central  industrial  district  and  central  business  dis¬ 
trict  of  Los  Angeles. 

Trails  are  proposed  only  from  the  Los  Angeles  River 
confluence  to  the  Pasadena  Avenue  crossing  in  South 
Pasadena.  There  is  an  existing  equestrian  trail  to  the 
north  at  this  point  that  allows  travel  as  far  as  the  San 
Gabriel  Mountains.  A  bicycle  trail  farther  to  the  north 
is  not  proposed  for  two  reasons.  There  is  currently 
extensive  use  of  existing  streets  along  the  Arroyo  Seco 
by  bicyclists,  and  there  does  not  appear  to  be  a  signifi¬ 
cant  need  for  a  trail.  Second,  a  paved  trail  along  the 
channel  north  of  San  Pasqual  Street  would  detract  from 
the  scenic  quality  of  the  gorge,  which  is  relatively  undis¬ 
turbed  from  San  Pasqual  to  Holly  Street.  This  is  one  of 
the  few  remaining  sections  of  undeveloped,  riparian 
canyon  near  the  central  urban  area,  and  efforts  are  being 
made  to  preserve  parts  of  it  and  perhaps  to  restore  them 
to  a  relatively  natural  state. 

From  the  Los  Angeles  River  confluence  to  the  southern¬ 
most  of  the  two  Pasadena  Avenue  crossings,  there  is 
little  or  no  room  along  the  sides  of  the  channel  for  trails. 
This  is  also  true  of  much  of  the  distance  from  the  foot¬ 
bridge  south  of  Griffin  Avenue  to  Via  Marisol.  In  these 
two  areas,  it  would  be  necessary  to  locate  both  trails  on 
the  bottom  of  the  channel.  There  is  a  low  flow  channel 
in  these  sections,  and  the  main  channel  is  wide  enough 
that  travel  along  the  floor  would  not  be  unpleasant. 


The  Pasadena  Freeway  is  adjacent  to  the  channel  on  us 
northwest  side  for  about  the  first  half  of  the  channel 
length.  Therefore,  trails  are  located  only  on  the  south 
west  side  or  on  the  channel  floor.  The  proposed  trails 
would  leave  the  channel  right-of-way  in  several  places  to 
pass  through  adjacent  parkland.  The  entire  cost  of  the 
proposed  trail  is  included  in  the  cost  estimate,  but  those 
parts  of  the  trail  outside  the  channel  right-of  way  proba 
bly  could  not  be  funded  under  the  Code  710  cost¬ 
sharing  program. 

Plans  for  a  bike  path  along  the  Arroyo  Seco  between 
the  two  Pasadena  Avenue  crossings  are  being  prepared 
by  the  Los  Angeles  City  Transportation  Department. 
Funding  is  anticipated  for  the  1980-81  fiscal  year. 
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TABLE  4  5a.  ARROYO  SECO  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (4.3  MILES1 ) 


Route  From  tha  Los  Angeles  Rlvar  confluence,  travel  northeast  on  the  southeast  side  of  the  channel  floor.  Riders  would  enter  from  the 
proposed  Los  Angeles  River  bicycle  trail,  which  would  also  be  on  the  channel  floor  at  this  point,  or  down  the  existing  ramp  to  the  channel 
floor  (improvements  to  the  low-flow  channel  and  a  bridge  across  tha  low-floor  would  be  needed  at  this  point.  There  would  also  be  a  bridge 
across  the  Los  Angeles  River  low-flow  channel).  Ramp  up  to  tha  south  side  of  the  channel  east  of  Pasadena  Ave.  Follow  the  south  side  of 
the  channel  through  Heritage  Square  to  Homer  Street.  Travel  north  on  Homer  Street  to  the  regional  park,  then  continue  north  through  the 
perk  (construction  of  a  trail  would  bt  required)  to  the  footbridge  west  of  Griffen.  Remp  to  the  channel  floor  west  of  the  footbridge,  and 
travel  east  on  tha  channel  floor  until  east  of  Via  Marisol.  Ramp  up  to  tha  south  sida  of  tha  channel  and  cross  into  tha  park.  Travel  through  the 
park  on  tha  existing  park  road  to  Ave.  60.  East  of  tha  Ave.  60  underpass  e  trail  would  be  required  through  the  perk  to  the  tunnel  under  the 
freeway  access  ramp.  From  east  of  the  access  ramp,  follow  the  park  maintenance  road  to  Mar  mi  on  Way.  Cross  Marmion  at  grade  and  travel 
through  the  park  (construction  of  trail  required)  to  Pasadena  Ave.  East  of  the  Pasadena,  Ave.  underpass,  follow  tha  existing  equestrian  trail  up 


tha  hill  to  Paudana  Ava.  Traval  alongside  Pasadana  Aw.  to  Arroyo  Dr. 

Continue  past  this  point  on  city  streets. 

Costs 

Concrete  pawing  3" 

8,800' 

$176,000 

Asphalt  paving  within  ROW 

2.400' 

36,000 

Asphalt  paving  outside  ROW 

8,300’ 

124,500 

Ramps  to  channel  floor  (trap,  chan.) 

3 

180,000 

Low  flow  crossings 

2 

11,000 

Subtotal 

*627356 

x  21% 

111,000 

Total2 

S638300 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles  2 

Neighborhood  paiks  adjacent  0 

Colleges  arid  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  2 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  1 

Jurisdictions:  Los  Angeles  City,  South  Pasadena,  Pasadena 

'  O'  the  4  j  mile  length  ol  this  trail  7  600'  would  be  on  the  channel  floor.  3.300'  alongside  the  channel  withm  charnel  ROW,  6.400'  on  park  land,  and  S.SOO1  on 
c .  or  parV  street* 

^  Tr.e  total  cost  o»  thi*  protect  includes  trail*  within  the  park  and  outside  o*  the  channel  ROW  This  part  of  the  t  rut*  could  probably  not  be  coat  #tar«d  under  the 
O'de  710  program 


TABLE  4  5b.  ARHOYOSECO  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  (3  9  MILES1) 


From  the  Los  Angeles  River  confluence,  travel  northeast  on  the  northwest  side  of  the  channel  floor.  Riders  would  enter  from  the  pro 
posnd  Los  Angeles  River  equestrian  trail,  which  would  also  be  on  the  channel  floor  at  this  point.  Horses  would  travel  on  the  northwest  side  of 
the  channel  because  they  can  cross  the  shallow  low  flow  channel  easily  without  a  bridge,  whereas  bicycles  would  require  a  bridge.  Ramp  up  to 
the  south  side  of  the  channel  east  of  Pasadena  Ave  Follow  the  south  side  of  the  channel  through  Heritage  Square,  ramping  down  to  the  invert 
west  of  Ave.  43.  Ramp  up  to  the  south  side  200  yards  east  of  Ave  43  and  continue  along  the  channel  to  the  footbridge  west  of  Griffen.  Ramp 
to  the  channel  floor  west  of  the  footbridge,  and  travel  east  on  the  channel  floor  until  east  of  Via  Marisol.  Ramp  up  to  the  south  side  end  con 
tinue  through  the  park,  passing  through  the  Ave.  60  underpass  and  the  tunnel  under  the  freeway  access  ramp  at  Ave  60.  From  east  of  the 
access  ramp,  travel  alongside  the  park  maintenance  road  to  Marmion  Way.  Cross  Marmion  at  grade  and  travel  to  the  park  to  Pasadena  Ave. 
Continue  north  on  the  existing  equestrian  trail. 


Costs 

Concrete  paving  3”  9.940' 

Ramps  to  channel  floor  (trap,  chan.)  6 

Subtotal 
X  21% 

Total* 


$199,000 

300,000 

UM.Md 

105.000 


( H  tin-  ?  '*  •file  inn. pi-  .■!  Mus  it ji!  *♦  *>50  wuuM  be  yn  the  channel  Moor  6  160'  alonyvde  thr  rhenni-'  .viihm  rhannel  HOW.  ami  4  /iX)'  nn  park  land 
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BELL/CHATSWORTH/DAYTON  C  REEK  BICYCLE 
AND  EQUESTRIAN  TRAILS 


An  equestrian  trail  along  this  route  /vould  provide  a 
major  connection  between  the  back  Done  trail  system 
and  the  area  of  heavy  equestrian  activity  in  the  western 
San  Fernando  Valley.  The  trail  wot  Id  provide  access 
from  the  existing  equestrian  trail  sy  item  in  that  area  to 
proposed  connections  to  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains 
(along  Arroyo  Cal  abas  as)  and  the  Sepulveda  Basin 
(along  the  Los  Angeles  River).  Such  a  connection  is  a 
current,  major  goal  of  equestrians  in  the  area. 

Both  trails  would  connect  the  backbone  system  to  the 
proposed  Chatsworth  Reservoir  Recreational  Area.  The 
bicycle  trail  would  serve  both  recreational  and  transpor¬ 
tation  needs  by  linking  residents  of  the  area  with  parks, 
schools,  and  two  major  shopping  centers. 

Both  of  the  trails  would  extend  access  to  the  backbone 
system  to  a  larger  area  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  trail  routes  are  relatively  unobstructed  to  a  point 
near  Orcutt  Ranch  Park  Here  bicycles  would  transfer 
to  city  streets,  and  it  would  be  necessary  for  equestrians 
to  use  Justice  Street  for  a  short  distance  to  bypass  a 
covered  section  of  channel.  The  equestrian  trail  would 
pass  through  the  park  on  a  maintenance  road. 

SAWPIT/BUENA  VISTA  BICYCLE  AND 
EQUESTRIAN  TRAILS 

T rails  along  these  channels  would  connect  the  upper 
end  of  the  Rio  Hondo  trails  at  Peck  Reservoir  to  the 
San  Gabriel  trails  at  Santa  Fe  Reservoir.  The  only  other 
connection  between  these  major  routes  is  located  8’/j 
miles  to  the  south  at  the  Whittier  Narrows.  Completion 
of  this  connection  would  also  form  trail  loops  about 
21  miles  long  for  bicyclists  and  equestrians. 


TABLE  4  6®.  BELL/CHATSWORTH/DAYTON  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAIL  <2.6  MILES) 


Route  Ffom  th®  proposed  Los  Angelas  River  Trail  ending  at  Ow»nsmouth  Ave.,  continue  on  the  north  side  of  the  channel,  bridging  across 
to  the  south  side  over  the  existing  pedestrian  bridge  south  of  Topanga  Canyon  Blvd.  Tunnel  under  Topanga  Cyn.  Bled.,  continuing  half  way 
to  Shoup  Ave..  then  budging  back  to  the  north  side  and  tunneling  under  Shoup  Ave.  Continue  on  the  east  tide  of  Chat! worth  Creak,  tunnel 
mg  under  Sherman  Way  and  Seticoy  St.  Bridge  acrou  the  channel  to  the  north  srda  of  Dayton  Creek  end  travel  nett  to  Woodlafca  AiW. 
Transition  to  city  streets  west  of  Woodleke  Ave. 


Costs 

Asphalt  Paving  12,000'  $  180,000 

Tunnels  (open  cut)*  4  711,000 

Bridges  1  7,000 

Fencing  6,600’  28,000 

Landscaping1  6  78,000 

Subtotal  004,000 

x  21%  211,000 

Total  tt.2l5.0H 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  1 

Colleges  and  universities  with  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  3 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  4 

Jurisdiction  Los  Angeles  City 

*  U'iv  t  '*mei  and  ;wo  landscaped  areas  are  shaded  w.i»<  the  cuuest  nn  trad  The  total  cost  I S3  35  OOt) ■  >s  divided  equail »  between  the  two  trails 


TABLE  4 -6b.  BELL;CHATSWORTH/DAYTON  CREEK  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  (3.4  MILES) 

Route.  From  the  proposed  Los  Angeles  River  equestrian  trail  ending  at  Owensmouth  Ave..  bridge  over  the  Arroyo  Calabaees  to  the  south  side 
of  Bell  Creek  Tunnel  under  Topanga  Canyon  Blvd.  and  Shoup  Ave  Bridge  to  the  west  side  of  Chatsworth  Creek  Follow  Chatsworth  Creek 
to  the  north,  tunneling  under  Sherman  Way  and  Saticoy  St 

Travel  west  along  the  south  side  of  Dayton  Creek,  crossing  Woodleke  at  grade  Continue  wast  along  the  dirt  strip  between  the  street  and  the 
channel  Move  south  onto  the  s treat  for  about  150  feet  to  go  around  the  houses  that  cover  the  channel  near  the  park  entrance  (if  the  street 
cannot  be  used,  it  would  be  necessary  to  cross  to  the  noi  th  side  of  the  channel  at  this  point  end  grade  a  path  along  the  toe  of  the  hill  behind 
the  houses).  Cross  to  the  north  side  of  the  channel  over  he  existing  bridge  at  the  park  entrance.  Follow  the  maintenance  road  through  the  park. 
Cross  Roscoe  at  grade  Follow  the  north  side  nf  the  cha  mel  to  Valley  Circle  Blvd  .  joining  the  existing  equestrian  trail  to  the  north  at  this 
point 


Costs 


Removal  of  asphalt 

5.000' 

$  39.000 

Tunnels  ‘open  cut)1 

4 

711.000 

Bridges 

2 

26.500 

Fencing 

6,600' 

28.000 

Landscaping1 

6 

78,000 

Subtotal 

i  505366 

X  2 1 X 

185,500 

Total 

M  5681580 

4  38 


7  A  Hit  4  7a.  SAWPIT/BUENA  VISTA  BICYCl  E  TRAIL  (2.9  MILES! 


rtuute  From  Pack  Water  Conservation  °ark.  tunnel  under  fteck  Rd.  to  the  west  tide  )!  Sawpit  Channel.  Crou  Live  Oak  and  Longden  Avt 
at  grade  at  the  existing  signals  croaamg  to  the  east  side  of  the  channel  at  Longden.  Ccntmue  north  to  the  Buena  Vista  channel,  then  follow 
Buena  VistaChannel  on  the  south  tide  to  Buena  Vista  Street.  Croat  et  grade.  Follow  the  channel  to  the  northeast  to  the  point  edsere  it  enters 
the  spreading  beam,  and  climb  to  the  maintenance  road  that  borders  the  spreading  bain.  Follow  this  rood  to  the  southeast  and  than  to  the 
northeast  to  the  existing  tunnel  under  the  freeway.  Cross  urvdsr  the  freeway  to  the  east,  and  follow  the  paved  maintenance  road  to  the  exist¬ 
ing  Sen  Gabriel  River  bicycle  trail. 


Cbsts 


Asphalt  paving 

12,600* 

$  187.500 

Tunnel 

1 

175.000 

Fencing1 

5,300 

11.500 

Landscaping1 

3  locations 

39.000 

Subtotal 

i  413,006 

x  21% 

86,000 

Total1 

i  499.000 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  1 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mite  2 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  0 

Jurisdictions:  Monrovia  and  I rwindate 


ll  ih«*  I  "cycle  and  vquosiMan  trails  wete  u  iH  'ogetbt-i  the  landscaping  and  2,800*  o<  fencing  wctu'd  be  glared  in  this  event,  the  total  cost  of  the  combined 
(xuiects  would  t>c  S25.bOQ  less  thj«*  the  s».n>  *f  then  totals. 


TABLE  4  7b  SAWPIT/BUENA  VISTA  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  (2.3  MILES) 

't*  From  Peck  Water  Conservation  ^ark,  tunnel  under  Peck  Rd.  to  the  east  side  of  Sewpit  Channel.  Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  south  of 
Live  Oak,  and  travel  north  on  the  floor  (6"  concrete  paving  required)  until  north  of  Longden.  Ramp  up  to  the  east  side.  Continue  north 
beside  the  bicycle  trail  to  the  Buena  Visia  Channel,  then  follow  Buena  Vista  Channel  on  the  south  tide  to  Buena  Vista  Street.  (Note:  it  might 
be  necessary  to  obtain  an  easement  from  the  adjacent  t and  and  pavel  operation  to  travel  along  the  edga  of  their  property,  since  there  would 
be  minimal  space  for  both  trails  along  the  single  access  road.  There  is  a  large  open  field  between  the  channel  end  the  gravel  pit.)  Cross  Buena 
Vista  Street  at  grade.  Follow  the  chenne.  to  the  northeast  to  the  point  where  it  intersects  with  the  existing  San  Gabriel  River  equestrian  trail 
at  the  spreading  basin  levee. 


Costs 


Concrete  paving  6" 

B50' 

$  28.500 

Tunnel 

1 

175.000 

Ramp  to  channel  floor,  vert.  chan. 

2 

66.500 

Fencing1 

5,300 

11.500 

Landscaping1 

3  locations 

39,000 

Subtotal 

x  21% 

67.500 

Total1 

S  388.500 

Sami'  hs  Note  1  iUwi!  buy*  l*>  t» -•=* 
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V 


THOMPSON  CREEK  BICYCLE  AND  EQUESTRIAN 
TRAILS 


T rails  along  Thompson  Creek  would  connect  the  pro¬ 
posed  regional  backbone  along  San  Jose  Creek  to  the 
San  Gabriel  Mountains.  They  would  extend  access  to 
the  backbone  system  through  Pomona,  La  Verne,  and 
Claremont.  The  northern  part  of  this  area  has  consider 
able  equestrian  activity,  and  there  are  a  large  number  of 
bicyclists  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Claremont  Colleges. 

Completion  of  these  trails  would  link  the  proposed 
backbone  system  to  the  existing  bicycle  and  equestrian 
trails  along  the  upper  part  of  Thompson  Creek. 

The  bicycle  trail  would  provide  a  transportation  route 
linking  residential  areas  along  the  channel  to  the  Los 
Angeles  County  Fairgrounds,  commercial  areas  along 
Garey  Avenue  and  Foothill  Boulevard,  and  two  large 
parks. 

A  connection  to  the  Los  Angeles  Forest  equestrian  trail 
system  would  make  possible  several  large  equestrian 
trail  loops.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  high  cost  of  the 
equestrian  trail  is  due  primarily  to  the  need  for  four 
tunnels  in  a  one  mile  distance  between  McKinley  and 
Arrow  Highway. 


440 


TABLE  4  8a.  THOMPSON  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (4  9  MILES1) 


Route  From  the  end  of  the  proposed  Sen  Jose  Creek  bicycle  trail  at  the  San  Bemard-no  Freeway,  follow  White  Avenue  north,  reentering 
the  channel  right  otway  on  the  west  side  where  White  crosses  Thompson  Creek.  Tunnel  under  LaVerne  Ave.  and  the  Arrow  Highway.  Cross 
the  two  sets  of  railroad  tracks,  Bonita  Ave.,  and  Grove  Ave.  at  grade.  Tunnel  under  Foothill  Blvd.  and  cross  Garey  Ave.,  Baseline  Rd..  and 
Mountain  Ave  at  grads.  Cross  to  the  east  sida  of  tha  channel  at  Mountain  Ave.  and  continue  north  on  the  existing  bicycle  treil  to  Pomeflo  Or. 
Cross  Pomelto  at  grads  and  continue  on  the  east  side  to  the  Thompson  Reservoir. 

Improvements  would  be  made  at  Ganesha  and  Sycamore  Canyon  Parks  to  provide  rest  areas  for  equestrians. 


Costs 

Asphalt  paving  18,500'  $  277,000 

Tunnels  3  556,500 

Fencing  13,500'  78,500 

Landscaping  4  locations  52,000 

Rest  area  improvements  2  locations  44,500 

Subtotal  SI  ,008,500 

x  21%  212,000 

Total  $1,220,500 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  4 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  2 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  2 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  6 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  1 

Jurisdictions:  Pomona,  Claremont,  Los  Angeles  County 


'  This  distance  includes  0.7  mile  ol  existing  b'  ycle  trail  and  0  7  mile  of  city  st:»*el 


TABLE  4  8b.  THOMPSON  CREEK  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  (S.6  MILES1) 

Route:  From  the  tunnel  under  the  San  Bernardino  Freeway  at  the  north  end  of  the  proposed  San  Jose  Creek  trail,  follow  the  freeway  east 
to  the  paved  alley  along  the  freeway,  then  continue  east  along  the  alley  to  Ganesha  Park.  Travel  north  through  Ganesha  Park  (not  necessarily 
along  the  channel)  to  McKinley.  Tunnel  under  McKinley.  Travel  north  through  the  Fairgrounds  parking  lot  on  the  emst  side  of  the  channel 
to  White.  Tunnel  under  White  to  the  east  side  of  the  channel.  Continue  north,  tunneling  under  LaVerne  and  the  Arrow  Hi^iway.  Cross  the 
two  railroad  tracks,  Bonita,  and  Grove  Avenue  at  grade.  Tunnel  under  Foothill  Blvd.  and  cross  Garey.  Baseline,  and  Mountain  at  grade  (signs 
only).  Continue  north  on  the  existing  equestrian  trail  to  Pomello  Drive,  crossing  Pomeflo  at  grade.  Continue  to  the  reservoir,  connecting  near 
there  with  existing  dirt  roads  leading  to  Angeles  Forest  trails. 

Improvements  would  be  made  at  Ganesha  and  Sycamore  Canyon  Parks  to  provide  rest  areas  for  equestrians. 


Costs 

Tunnels  (open  cut)  b  $1,020,000 

Fencing  18,500  78,500 

Landscaping  4  locations  52.000 

Rest  area  improvements  2  locations  44,500 

Subtotal  $1,008,500 

x  21%  212,500 

Total  $1,220,500 


This  (liitano*  irtflinles  0  7  mil**  ol  em  sting  **tju«*t*  tan  trail  a»ul  0  6  null*  AHhm  <‘>anesha  Park 


TUJUNGA  WASH  BICYCLE  AND  EQUESTRIAN 
TRAILS 

Trails  along  the  Tujunga  Wash  would  connect  the  pro¬ 
posed  backbone  system  with  the  Hansen  Dam  Recrea¬ 
tion  Area.  Except  for  the  Whittier  Narrows,  this  is  the 
most  heavily  used  Corps  of  Engineers'  recreational  facil¬ 
ity  in  the  Southwest  (Ref  4-8).  The  route  would  extend 
the  regional  trail  system  through  a  heavily  populated 
part  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley,  thus  providing 
mcreas  rl  access  to  the  proposed  backbone  trails.  These 
trails,  together  with  the  trails  proposed  for  the  Los 
Angeles  River,  would  link  the  three  major  recreational 
facilities  of  the  northwest  Los  Angeles  region,  Griffith 
Park,  the  Sepulveda  Basin,  and  the  Hansen  Dam  Recre 
ational  Area. 

The  bicycle  trail  would  serve  transportation  as  well  as 
recreational  purposes,  offering  a  commuter  route  for 
students  of  Los  Angeles  Valley  College  and  Grant  High 
School,  as  well  as  a  route  to  business  and  commercial 
areas  for  the  residents  of  the  many  single-  and  multiple- 
family  homes  along  the  wash. 

An  equestrian  trail  linking  Griffith  Park  to  Hansen  Dam 
would  provide  a  major  benefit  for  the  many  riders  in 
the  Griffith  Park  area.  They  currently  are  confined  to 
the  park  for  riding  because  of  the  lack  of  regional  trail 
connections  to  the  Griffith  Park  trail  system. 

A  ua  reational  master  plan  (Ref  4-9)  was  prepared  for 
the  Tujunga  Wash  m  1975  by  the  U  S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers.  Phase  I  of  this  plan,  which  has  been  imple 
merited,  includes  a  one  mile  long  greenbeit  resi  area 
with  bicycle  and  hiking  trails.  Later  phases  of  the  plan 
would  extend  the  trails  north  to  the  Hansen  Dam  and 
south  to  the  Los  Angeles  River.  The  tint  routes  recom¬ 
mended  heiu  are  similar  to  those  described  in  the  mas 
trr  plan;  however,  there  are  two  exceptions  an  eques 
trian  trail  fins  been  added  and  greater  use  of  if  r  chan 
nel  floor  is  recommended  in  order  to  reduce  the  number 
and  length,  uf  tunnels  needed. 

In  genetal,  the  channel  Is  well  suited  to  trail  develop¬ 
ment  because  of  its  wide  and  almost  completely  unused 
light  of  way.  There  aio  numerous  obstructing  streets, 
however,  including  a  freeway  and  three  street  intersec 
tions.  These  obstructions  would  make  the  development 
of  trails  on  the  Tujunga  Wash  relatively  expensive. 

The  wick  right  of  way  would  allow  bicycle  anc  eques 
trian  trails  to  be  placed  on  the  same  side  with  adequate 
separation,  which  would  reduce  the  cost  of  tunnel 


construction.  Wider  tunnels  would  be  needed  for  the 
combined  use  of  the  two  trails,  but  this  would  be  less 
expensive  than  constructing  a  separate  tunnel  for  each 
trail.  It  would  also  be  possible  in  most  cases  to  locate 
the  trails  far  enough  from  the  edge  of  the  channel  to 
avoid  the  need  for  increasing  fence  heights. 

Use  of  the  channel  floor  is  recommended  in  most  places 
where  unusually  long  tunnels  would  be  needed.  At  the 
Burbank/Coldwater  intersection,  however,  a  tunnel  is 
recommended  despite  the  180  foot  length  that  would 
be  required.  The  tunnel  would  provide  bicyclists  with  a 
continuous,  lead-in  strip  to  the  college  and  high  school 
from  Whitsett  Avenue  to  Vanowen  on  a  year-round 
basis. 

There  is  a  large  amount  of  single- family  housing  along 
both  sides  of  the  channel,  and  it  is  likely  that  some  of 
the  neighbors  would  object  to  the  inclusion  of  trails 
along  the  channel.  The  houses  are  generally  level  with 
the  channel  right  of  way  and  are  separated  from  it  by 
concrete  block  walls  for  about  a  third  of  their  adjacent 
property  length.  Improvements  in  separation  may  be 
needed  in  some  places.  The  channel  floor  might  be 
used  in  areas  where  there  is  particularly  strong  opposi 
tion  to  the  trails. 
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TABLE  4  9*.  TUJUNGA  WASH  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (9.4  MILES1) 


Route  crom  the  proposed  bicycle  path  along  the  south  side  of  the  Los  Angeles  River,  cross  the  river  to  the  north  at  Radford  Ave.,  continuing 
north  to  enter  the  Tujunga  Wash  right  of-way  on  the  v«st  side  Tunnel  under  Moorpark  and  Laurel  Canyon  Bridge  to  the  east  side  of  the  river 
north  of  Laurel  Canyon  and  continue  north  through  the  existing  Ventura  Fwy.  underpass.  Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  south  of  Riverside  and 
beck  up  to  the  east  side  north  of  Whitsett.  Tunnel  under  Magnolia  and  Chandler.  A  long  tunnel  (about  180  )  would  be  required  at  the  Burbank/ 
Gofdwater  Canyon  intersection.  Follow  the  existing  bicycle  trail  north  to  Oxnard.  Tunnel  under  Oxnard  and  Victory,  and  cross  Ethel  at  grade. 

Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  to  cross  under  the  Vano*«n/Fulton  intersection,  then  back  up  to  the  east  side.  Tunnel  under  Sherman.  Ramp  to  the 
floor  south  of  the  railroad  bndga  and  up  again  north  of  Seticoy.  Cross  Centara  at  grade  (signs  only),  and  tunnel  under  Roscoe  and  Arleta.  Ramp 
to  the  channel  floor  to  cross  under  the  Golden  State  Fwy.,  then  back  up  to  the  west  side  north  of  Laurel  Canyon.  Ooss  under  San  Fernando 
through  the  existing  underpass,  then  tunnel  under  the  railroad  track  and  Glenoaks.  Continue  north  to  the  dam,  following  the  existing  equestrian 
trail  east  into  the  park. 

A  rest  stop  would  be  included  near  the  shopping  canter  at  Ethel  Street. 


Costs. 


Tunnels 

12 

$2,581,000 

Asphalt  paving 

35,500' 

532,500 

Concrete  paving  6” 

2.620 

88,000 

Ramps  to  chan,  floor  (vert,  chan.) 

8 

532.000 

Bridge  at  Laurel  Canyon 

1 

34,500 

Landscaping 

6  locations 

/8.000 

Rest  area 

1 

192,000 

Subtotal 

wmm 

x  21% 

848,000 

Total2 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

3 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent 

1 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

1 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

5 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 
Jurisdiction:  Los  Angeles  City 

3 

1  Includes  0  3  mile  of  city  street  end  0.5  mtte  of  existing  bicycle  trail. 

2  See  Note  I.  Table  4-9t>.  below. 


TABLE  4  9b.  TUJUNGA  WASH  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  (9.4  MILES) 

Route  From  the  proposed  equestrian  trail  along  the  north  side  of  the  Los  Angeles  River,  turn  north  up  the  east  side  of  the  Tujunga  W«h. 
Tunnel  under  Moorpark  and  Laurel  Canyon,  and  continue  north  through  the  Ventura  Freeway  underpass.  Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  south 
of  Riverside  and  back  up  to  the  east  side  of  the  channel  north  of  Whitsett.  Tunnel  under  Magnolia  and  Chandler.  Ramp  to  the  channel  floor 
south  of  Burbank  and  back  up  to  the  east  side  north  of  Oxnard.  Tunnel  under  Victory  and  cross  under  Ethel  through  the  existing  tunnel 
(it  would  be  necessary  to  lower  the  dirt  floor  about  two  feet).  Continue  north,  ramping  to  the  channel  floor  to  cross  under  the  Vanowen/ 
Fulton  intersection. 

Tunnel  under  Sherman,  then  ramp  to  the  floor  to  cross  under  the  railroad  bridge  and  Saticoy.  Continue  on  the  east  side,  crossing  Centara  at 
grade  (signs  only)  and  tunneling  under  Roscoe  and  Arleta.  Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  to  cross  under  the  Golden  State  Fwy.,  then  beck  up  to 
die  most  side  north  of  Laurel  Canyon.  Cross  under  San  Fernando  through  the  existing  underpass,  then  tunnel  under  the  railroad  track  and 
Glenoaks.  Continue  north  to  the  dam,  joining  the  existing  equestrian  that  leads  into  the  perk. 

A  rest  stop  would  be  included  near  the  shopping  center  at  Ethel  Street. 

Costs 

Tunnels  10 

Concrete  paving  6”  2,620* 

Ramps  to  chan,  floor  (vert,  chan.)  ’  to 

L*nd*c3P,n9  6  locjtiofn 

RMt  am  t 

Subtotal 
x  21% 

Total1 


S2.087.S00 

88.000 

665,000 

78.000 

192.000 

ss.fnrseo 

653,000 

fe.76i.i00 


Many  facilities  such  at  tunnel*  and  the  r**t  jraa  would  be  shared  by  bicyclists  and  ftouMti itnt  If  both  trails  wera  built,  the  combined  cost  would  be  $7,096  000 
This  is  $1 ,653.500  lass  than  the  combined  cost*  of  the  two  projects  built  separately 
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CLASS  C  PROJECTS 


■  Aliso  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 

■  Bell  Creek  (West  End)  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 

■  Big  Dalton  Wash  (Northern  End)  Bicycle  Trail 

■  Brown's  Creek  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  T rails 

■  Bull  Creek  Bicycle  Trail 

■  Burbank  Western/La  T una  Canyon/Hansen  Heights  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  T rails 

■  Compton  Creek  Bicycle  Trail 

■  Coyote  Creek/North  Fork  Bicycle  Trail 

■  Eaton  Wash  Bicycle  and  Equestrian  Trails 

■  Laguna  Dominguez  Bicycle  Trail 

■  Limekiln  Creek  Equestrian  Trail 

■  Lopez  Canyon  Bicycle  Trail 

■  Pacoima  Wash  Bicycle  T rail 

■  Santa  Anita  Wash  Bicycle  Trail 

■  SawpitWash 

■  Walnut/Big  Dalton/San  Dimas  Bicycle  Trail 

■  Walnut  Creek  (East  of  Big  Dalton)  Bicycle  Trail  and  Equestrian  Underpass 
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ALISO  CREEK  BICYCLE  AND  EQUESTRIAN 
TRAILS 

Trails  along  Aliso  Creek  would  ext<  nd  the  proposed 
regional  trail  system  from  the  Los  Angeles  River  back¬ 
bone  across  the  San  Fernando  Vail  *y  to  the  San  Gabriel 
foothills.  Valley  residents  would  h  ive  improved  access 
via  this  route  to  other  proposed  channel  trails  leading 
to  the  Sepulveda  Basin,  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains, 
Chatsworth  Reservoir,  and  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains. 

The  bicycle  trail  would  improve  bicycle  transportation 
to  parks,  schools,  businesses,  and  si  ops  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  channel.  The  equestrian  trail  would  link  the 
Twelfth  District  backbone  trail  system  of  the  City  of 
Los  Angeles  to  the  proposed  regional  trail  backbone 
along  the  Los  Angeles  River.  The  upper  part  of  the 
Aliso  Creek  trail  would  pass  through  an  area  of  heavy 
equestrian  activity,  and  would  provide  a  useful  route 
for  riders  in  the  area.  Together  with  other  proposed 
channel  trails,  Aliso  Creek  could  form  a  part  of  several 
large  trail  loops. 

There  is  an  ample  amount  of  space  available  within  the 
Aliso  Creek  ROW.  The  channel  is  obstructed  in  numer¬ 
ous  places  by  crossing  streets,  however,  and  many  tun¬ 
nels  and  at-grade  crossings  would  be  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  trails. 

BELL  CREEK  (WEST  END)  BICYCLE  AND 
EQUESTRIAN  TRAILS 

Trails  along  Bell  Creek  from  the  Chatsworth  Creek  con¬ 
fluence  west  to  Valley  Circle  Drive  would  extend  the 
regional  trail  system  to  the  western  end  of  the  LACDA 
channel  system.  While  this  two-mile  trail  corridor  would 
not  link  the  regional  system  to  any  major  recreational 
facility,  it  would  provide  residents  of  the  area  with 
improved  access  to  the  regional  trail  backbone. 

The  bicycle  trail  would  serve  both  recreational  and 
transportation  needs  by  linking  residential  areas  to 
several  parks  and  schools  and  improving  access  to  two 
major  shopping  centers.  The  equestrian  trail  would  pro¬ 
vide  an  additional  local  route  for  the  many  riders  in  the 
western  San  Fernando  Valley  area,  and  possibly  an  even¬ 
tual  connection  to  a  southern  extension  of  the  existing 
trail  on  Valley  Circle  Boulevard  above  Chatsworth 
Reservoir. 
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TABLE  4-10e.  ALISO  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAIL  <6.4  MILES) 

Route.  From  the  north  tide  of  the  proposal  Los  Anglos  River  UmI  continue  north  on  the  Mst  si  do  of  Aliso  Crook.  Tunnol  undor  Vanovwon, 
Sherman  Way.  and  Saticoy.  Cross  Strathom  St.  and  Wilbur  A  wo.  at  grade.  Bridgs  to  tho  wwost  s*do  and  tunnol  at  Roacoo  and  Par  than  ia.  Croat 
tha  Southern  Pacific  RR  at  grado.  Bndgo  over  Limokitn  Crook  channel,  and  oontinuo  around  tho  spreading  basin.  Tunnol  undor  Nordhoff  and 
Plummer.  Cross  Wilbur  Awe.  at  grodo,  bridge  over  Wilbur  Crook  channel  and  tunnol  at  Lasoon,  Rosado,  and  Devonshire.  Cross  Chotswortfi  and 
San  Fernando  Mission  Bfvd.  at  grado.  Continuo  north  to  Aliso  Debris  Bolin. 


Costs. 

Asphalt  paving 

Tunnels 

Bridgs 

Fencing 

Landscaping 

Rest  area 

Separation  equestrian/bicycle 
Subtotal 
x  21% 

Total 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 

Jurisdiction:  Los  Angeles  City 


31.600' 

S  474.000 

10 

1.824,000 

3 

33,500 

31.600' 

122.000 

18 

208.000 

2 

89,500 

6.600' 

25.000 

SIJfi.M 

583,000 

i3.359.0M 

3 

3 

2 

7 

0 


TABLE  4  10b.  ALISO  CREEK  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  16.4  MILES) 

ff,  ,/re  From  the  south  side  of  the  proposed  Los  Angeles  Ritter  bridge  to  the  watt  tale  of  Aliso  Creek.  Tunnel  under  Venowen  and  Sherman 
Way.  Halfway  to  Saticoy  St.  cross  the  channel  to  the  east  levee  on  the  existing  pedestrian  bridge  (modification  required).  Tunnel  et 
Saticoy  St  Cross  Strathern  and  Wilbur  at  grada.  Turned  under  Roecoe  end  Perthama  end  cross  the  SPT  RR  at  grade.  Tunnel  under  Nordhoff 
and  Plummer,  and  cross  Wilbur  at  grade  Tunnel  under  Lateen.  Reeeda.  and  Oevonthire,  and  cross  Chets  worth  and  San  Fernando  Mission 
at  grade  Continue  north  to  Aliso  Debris  Basin. 


0>sts. 

Tunnels 

10 

$1,824,000 

Bridges 

1 

17.000 

Fencing 

31.000’ 

122,000 

Tr.nl  separation 

6.600' 

25.000 

Landscaping 

18 

208.000 

Rest  area 

2 

89,500 

Subtotal 

S2.2i6.500 

x  21% 

480.000 

Total 

ROBOTS 

448 


TABLE  4-1  la.  BELL  CREEK  (WEST  END)  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (2.2  MILES) 


Route:  From  the  north  tide  of  Bail  Creak  east  of  the  Chats  worth  confluence,  bridge  over  Chats  worth  Creak.  Cross  Fallbrook.  Platt,  and 
Valley  Cirda  at  grade. 


Costs. 

Bridge  20* 

Landscaping  *  locations 

Subtotal 
x  21% 

Total 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  3 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  2 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  4 

Jurisdiction :  Los  Angeles  City 


$  9.000 

52.000 
S  TllHW 
13.000 


TABLE  411b  BELL  CREEK  (WEST  END)  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  (2.2  MILES) 

Route:  From  ttw  touth  side  of  Botl  Creek  e<  the  Cheuworth  confluence,  travel  avert,  crofting  Fallbrook  at  (rede.  Bridge  over  die  South 
Fork  of  Ball  Creek.  Cron  Platland  Valley  Cirda  at  grade. 


Costs . 

Removal  of  asphalt 
Bridget 
Landscaping 
Subtotal 
x  21% 

Total 


10,500' 

2  (25'ee.l 
4  locations 


82.000 

22.500 

52.000 

~15£55C 

33.000 

fW.GBO 


BIG  DALTON  WASH  (NORTHERN  END)  BICYCLE 
TRAIL 


While  the  proposed  Walnut/Big  Dalton/San  Dimas  trail 
would  be  the  primary  regional  route  into  the  middle 
San  Gabriel  Valley  area,  a  trail  along  the  Big  Dalton 
Wash  north  of  the  San  Dimas  confluence  would  further 
extend  the  regional  trail  system  through  this  area.  The 
trail  would  link  residential  areas  along  the  channel  to 
the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  to  the  north  and  to  proposed 
channel  trails  leading  to  the  Whittier  Narrows  to  the 
south.  It  would  also  provide  access  to  South  Hills 
Regional  Park  and  a  transportation  route  to  schools, 
businesses,  and  shops  in  the  vicinity  of  the  channel. 

BROWN  S  CREEK  BICYCLE  AND  EQUESTRIAN 
TRAILS 

Trails  along  Brown's  Creek  would  extend  the  proposed 
regional  trail  system  from  the  Los  Angeles  River  back¬ 
bone  across  the  San  Fernando  Valley  to  the  San  Gabriel 
foothills.  Valley  residents  would  have  improved  access 
via  this  route  to  other  proposed  channel  trails  leading  to 
the  Sepulveda  Basin,  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains, 
Chatsworth  Reservoir,  and  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains. 

The  bicycle  trail  would  improve  bicycle  transportation 
to  shops  and  businesses  in  the  vicinity  of  the  channel. 
The  equestrian  hail  would  link  the  Twelfth  Distr  ct 
backbone  trail  system  of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  to  the 
proposed  regional  trail  backbone  along  the  Los  Angeles 
River  The  upper  part  of  the  channel  passes  through  an 
area  of  heavy  equestrian  aclivity  and  would  provide  a 
useful  route  for  riders  in  the  area.  Together  with  other 
proposed  channel  trails.  Brown's  Creek  would  form  a 
part  of  several  large  trail  loops. 

There  are  existing  bicycle  and  equestrian  trails  al  ang  the 
northern  1.8  miles  of  the  channel. 

Trails  along  Brown's  Creek  would  serve  much  thi  same 
function  in  a  regional  system  as  trails  along  Alisc  Creek. 
Aliso  Creek  passes  through  an  area  of  slightly  denser 
population.  Brown's  Creek,  however,  should  have  a 
higher  prtoiity  font  trail  development  because  of  its 
exi:  ling  trails,  the  lower  incidence  of  obstructing  streets 
ilnng  1 1'.>  route,  si  id  the  greater  concentration  01  eques¬ 
trians  in  its  vicinity. 


t 


i 
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TABLE  4  12  BIG  DALTON  (NORTH  END)  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (6.3  MILES) 


Route:  From  thv  propowd  Wainut/Big  Dalton/San  Dimas  trail  at  Lark  Elian  Awa..  trawl  aast  along  tha  south  lida  of  Big  Dalton.  Tunnal 
under  Arusa  and  Arrow,  and  cron  Cerritm  at  grade.  Tunnal  under  Citrus  and  cron  Gladstone  at  grade.  Tunnal  under  Barranca  and  Grand. 
Continue  under  tha  Foothill  Fwy.  (no  tunnel  necaswry).  Tunnal  at  Glendora,  and  crtus  Mauna  Loa  at  grade.  Don  Afosta  (signal  required), 
tha  AT./SF.  RR,  FoothHI,  Sierra  Madre,  and  Glendora  Mountain  Road  at  grade. 


Oosts 

Asphalt  paving  31,600' 

Tunnels  6 

Fencing  31,600' 

Landscapingq  10  locations 

Rest  area  1 

Subtotal 
k  21% 

Total 

Regional  perks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  0 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  2 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  7 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  1 


Political  Jurisdictions  Glendora,  Azusa,  Covina,  Los  Angeles  County 


$  472,600 
1,112,000 
134,000 
130.000 
44,500 

il.HSfro 


397.500 


BIX 7SBB 


TABLE  4  13a.  BROWN’S  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (3  0  MILES1 ) 


Route:  From  tha  propowd  backbona  trail  along  tha  north  Lida  of  tha  Lot  Angelas  Riyer,  procaad  north  along  the  a  ait  pda  of  Brown's  Creak. 
Tunnal  under  Sherman  Way.  Saticoy.  Rotcoe,  and  Da  Soto,  and  cron  Parthenie  at  pada.  Tunnal  under  Nordhoff  and  Croat  tha  SPT  RR. 
Tunnal  under  Laoen,  and  continue  north  on  tha  existing  trail. 


Costs 

Atphalt  paving  18.500’  $  277,500 

Tunnelt  6  1.113.000 

Fencing  18.600’  78.500 

Landtcaping  9  117,000 

Subtotal  H.5M.W6 

«i21%  333,000 

Total  J1.5TTS50 


Regional  parkt  within  2  milet  2 

Neighborhood  parkt  adjacent  0 

Colleget  and  univartitiat  within  2  milet  1 

Secondary  school!  within  1  mile  3 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  milet  3 

Juriidiction:  Lot  Angalet  City 


I 


Thu  distance  doas  not  include  (he  existing  bicycle  tied 


TABLE  4  13b.  BROWN’S  CREEK  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  13  0  MILES1) 

Route.  From  tha  proposed  backbona  trail  along  tha  south  tide  of  tha  Lot  Angalet  Rivet,  bridge  to  the  watt  tide  of  Brown’s  Crock.  Tunnel 
at  9iermen  Wey.  Saticoy.  Rotcoe,  end  De  Soto  Crow  Veriel  end  Parthenn  it  grade.  Bridge  over  the  Santa  Stuana  channel  inlet,  and  tunnal 
under  Nordhoff.  Cross  tha  SPT  RR  at  grade,  and  tunnal  under  Lateen  Continue  north  on  tha  existing  trail. 

Co»« 

Tunnelt  g 

Bridget  2  (20’,  150’) 

Fencing  18,500’ 

Landscaping  9 

Subtotal 
x  21% 

Total 


1  Thu  distance  does  not  include  the  e.ntinq  eiuestnen  lied. 


$1,113,000 

114,000 

78,000 

117,000 

H.ijZDW 

298,500 

ll,720,b00 
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BULL  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAIL 


A  bicycle  trail  along  the  Bull  Creek  ROW  would  extend 
the  regional  trail  system  from  the  proposed  Los  Angeles 
River  backbone  north  through  the  central  part  of  the 
San  Fernando  Valley.  This  trail  would  provide  a  direct 
route  for  valley  residents  to  the  Sepulveda  Basin  Recre¬ 
ation  Area  and  would  connect  to  proposed  channel 
trails  leading  to  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains,  the  pro¬ 
posed  Chatsworth  Reservoir  Recreation  Area,  and 
Griffith  Park. 

The  trail  would  improve  bicycle  transportation  from 
residential  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  the  channel  to  shops, 
businesses,  arid  industries  in  the  central  valley  area. 

An  equestrian  trail  is  not  recommended  for  the  channel. 
Areas  of  heavy  equestrian  activity  are  farther  to  the 
west  in  the  valley.  Also,  the  channel  does  not  connect 
to  the  existing  San  Fernando  Valley  equestrian  trail  sys¬ 
tem.  Sufficient  space  for  a  trail  does  not  exist  along 
much  of  the  west  side  of  the  channel  and  the  east  side 
would  be  better  used  for  a  bicycle  path 


4-52 


TABLE  4-14.  BULL  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAIL  17.1  MILES1! 


Route  From  the  proposed  Los  Angeles  River  bicycle  trail,  travel  north  (long  the  east  side  of  Brown's  Creek.  Tunnel  under 
Victory.  Vanowen,  Sherman  Way.  and  Saticoy.  Cross  Stagg  at  grade.  Tunnel  under  Roscoe,  the  Southern  Pacific  RR,  Parthenia, 
and  Nordhoft,  and  cross  the  Plummer/Hay venhurst  intersection  at  grade,  using  the  existing  signals.  Tunnel  under  Lassen  and 
Devonshire.  Cross  Chats  worth  and  Celtic  at  grade.  Pass  under  the  SmWSun  Fernando  Valley  Freeway  (no  obstruction/  Cross 
San  Fernando  Boulevard  at  grade,  and  conttnua  west  on  San  Fernando.  Tum  north  on  Gothic,  and  reenter  the  channel  HOW 
on  the  west  side.  Transition  to  surface  streets  at  Rinaldi. 


Costs 

Asphalt  paving  33.000'  $  495,000 

Tunnels  I  open  cut)  10  1,855,000 

Fencing  30.800'  131,000 

Landscaping  10  locations  130.000 

Rest  area  1  44.500 

Subtotal  $2,655,500 

x  21%  __557x500_ 

Total  $3213.000 


4 

1 

1 

4 

1 


^  I  Ml,  lull  ll  '••Ml'  il  «J1I  %|lp«M  '«*'• 


Regional  parks  within  2  mil*« 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

Shopping  centers  and  busm*!ss  districts  within  2  miles 

Jurisdiction.  Los  Angeles  City 
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BURBANK  WESTERN/LA  TUNA  CANYON/HANSEN 
HEIGHTS  BICYCLE  AND  EQUESTRIAN  TRAILS 

There  are  large  concentrations  of  equestrian  facilities 
and  activity  at  both  ends  of  the  Burbank  Western  Chan¬ 
nel.  At  the  south  end  are  a  number  of  stables  and  an 
extensive  system  of  trails,  tunnels,  and  bridges  around 
Griffith  Park  and  along  the  Los  Angeles  River  Channel. 

At  the  north  end  of  the  channel,  the  La  Tuna  Canyon/ 
Shadow  Hills  area  contains  one  of  the  heaviest  concen¬ 
trations  of  horse-owners  in  the  Los  Angeles  region. 

Trails  from  La  Tuna  Canyon  connect  to  the  Hansen 
Dam  area  to  the  north  and  the  Verdugo  Mountain  trails 
to  the  east. 

An  equestrian  trail  along  Burbank  Western  would  con¬ 
nect  the  regional  trail  backbone  and  the  Griffith  Park 
area  to  the  region  of  heavy  equestrian  activity  around 
La  Tuna  Canyon.  A  trail  along  the  La  Tuna  Canyon 
Channel  would  eliminate  the  necessity  for  riders  to 
travel  along  the  sides  of  La  Tuna  Canyon  Road,  which 
carries  an  undesirable  combination  of  heavy  equestrian 
and  heavy  auto  traffic.  Improvements  along  the  Hansen 
Heights  channel  (a  tunnel  atSunland  is  especially 
needed)  would  provide  better  access  to  the  Hansen  Dam 
area. 

The  Hansen  Heights  and  La  Tuna  Canyon  trails  would 
probably  also  be  parts  of  the  proposed  Rim-of-the-Valley 
trail  system  that  would  encircle  the  San  Fernando  Valley 
(see  page  4  7).  The  Hansen  Heights  and  Burbank 
Western  trails  would  complete  a  smaller  but  very  impor¬ 
tant  trail  loop,  including  the  Tujunga  Wash,  part  of  the 
Los  Angeles  River  trail,  Hansen  Dam,  and  Griffith  Park, 

There  is  less  need  for  a  bicycle  trail  in  this  area  because 
bicyclists  can  travel  easily  along  streets  adjacent  to  the 
channels,  particularly  Glenoaks.  The  existing  bicycle 
path  from  Morgan  Street  to  Cohasset  is  interrupted  at 
Buena  Vista.  City  streets  must  be  used  to  reenter  the 
channel  ROW,  and  the  route  is  difficult  to  follow.  Con¬ 
necting  the  two  sections  of  this  trail  by  crossing  under 
Buena  Vista  on  the  channel  floor  would  make  the  trail 
much  more  attractive  to  users. 

A  bicycle  path  is  recommended  along  the  La  Tuna  Can¬ 
yon  channel  since  it  would  provide  a  lead-in  strip  to 
two  schools  adjacent  to  the  channel. 

The  Golden  State  Freeway  is  a  major  obstruction  divid¬ 
ing  the  northern  and  southern  halves  of  the  Burbank 
Western  channel.  In  order  to  connect  the  two  halves  of 
the  equestrian  trail,  it  would  be  necessary  for  riders  to 


follow  a  railroad  ROW  along  the  freeway  to  Buena  Vista 
Street  and  cross  under  the  freeway  there,  using  an  exist¬ 
ing  8-foot  paved  sidewalk.  A  more  desirable  but  much 
more  expensive  alternative  would  be  to  tunnel  under 
the  freeway  east  of  Buena  Vista.  This  would  cost  about 
$627,000  and  would  require  the  use  of  about  the  same 
length  of  rail  ROW. 
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TABLE  4- 15a.  BUt  BANK  WESTERN/LA  TUNA  CANYON  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (2.3  MILES  OF  NEW  TRAIL1! 

Route  Begin  on  the  existing  1. 1-mile  bicycle  peth  along  the  Burbank  ch  etnel  from  Morgen  to  Cohasset.  An  undercrossing 
would  be  provided  at  Buena  Vista  by  mrtpinQ  to  the  channel  floor  south  of  Buena  Vista  and  back  up  to  the  east  side  of  the 
channel  north  of  the  freeway  access  roods.  Transition  to  city  streets  at  Cohasset,  traveling  north  on  Glenoaks.  Turn  east  on 
Vlnedale  and  enter  the  La  Tuna  Canyon  channel  ROW  on  the  north  side.  Crass  Jordan.  Village,  Wildwood,  and  Martindsle  at 
grade  (signs  only).  Transition  to  city  streets  et  La  Tuna  Canyon  Road. 


Costs 

Ramps  to  chan,  floor  (vert,  chan.)  2  S  133,000 

Concrete  paving  6"  500'  16,800 

Asphalt  paving  11,480*  172,200 


Subtotal  S  322.000 

x  21%  67,500 


Total  $  389,500 


Regional  parks  within  2  milos  3 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  0 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  4 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  2 

Jurisdictions:  Los  Angeles  City,  Glendale,  Burbank 


I 


T ut#i  length  ol  rout*?,  including  existing  bicycle  path  and  cuy  streets. 


5  <t  miles 


TABLE  4  15b.  BURBANK  WESTERN/LA  TUNA  CANYON/HANSI. N  HEIGHTS  EQUESTRIAN  TRAILS  (9  8  MILES1) 

Route  From  the  existing  Los  Angeles  River  equestrian  trail  west  of  Rvarside  Dr .  travel  west  through  the  equestrian  perk 
north  of  the  river  to  Alien  Ave.,  then  north  on. Allen,  Chavez,  and  Linden  Streets  for  0.3  mile  to  the  Victory  St.  entrance 
to  the  channel  ROW  (horses  are  kept  on  many  of  tha  residential  lots  in  this  area,  and  riders  frequently  use  streets  m  the  area). 
Travel  north  along  the  east  side  of  the  channel  from  Victory  to  Oliva,  crossing  each  of  tha  obstructing  streets  and  tha  rail 
road  at  grade  (signs  only).  A  retaining  wall  3’  to  T  hitfi  would  be  necessary  for  most  of  this  distance  because  of  the  steep 
slope  of  the  access  area.  Also,  it  would  be  necessary  to  ramp  down  several  feet  into  the  dirt  to  provide  enough  clearance 
under  the  footbridge  south  of  Providencie,  and  to  ramp  over  the  pipeline  obstructing  the  ROW  near  this  point  (3'  high). 

Cross  Olive  at  grade  (signs  only),  moving  to  the  west  side  of  the  channel.  Continue  north,  crossing  Magnolia  and  the  two  sets 
of  railroad  tracks  north  of  Magnolia  at  grade  (signs  only).  Follow  the  west  side  of  the  Vanowen  Street  channel  to  Burbank 
Blvd  Travel  through  the  Burbank  Bfvd.  underpass  on  the  railroad  ri0st  of-way  and  continue  northwest  along  the  rail  right 
of-way  (the  Burbank  channel  goes  underground  for  1/4  mile  at  Burbank).  Bridge  across  San  Fernando  Blvd.  and  continue 
northwest  to  Buena  Vista.  Cross  under  the  freeway  on  the  southeast  side  of  the  Buena  Vista  underpass  end  reenter  the 
channel  right  of  way  on  the  west  side  of  the  channel.  Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  to  cross  under  Buena  Vista  and  the  free¬ 
way  access  roads  at  Buena  Vista.  Ramp  up  to  the  west  side  of  tha  channel  north  of  tha  accass  roads. 

Continue  north,  crossing  Cohasset  at  grade  (signs  only).  Ramp  to  tha  channel  floor  500’  south  of  Hollywood  Way  to  avoid 
the  steep  embankment  north  of  this  point.  Ramp  up  to  the  e«t  side  of  the  channel  north  of  Hollywood  Wey.  Cross  Lanark 
at  grade  (signs  only).  Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  *>d  up  again  to  cross  under  Glenoaks.  Cross  Nettleton  and  Vinedale  et  grade 
(signs  only),  and  continue  east  on  the  south  side  of  La  Tuna  Canyon.  Cross  Jordan,  Village,  Wildwood,  and  Mertindele  at  grade 
(signs  only).  Tunnel  under  La  Tuna  Canyon  Rd.  and  continue  east  along  tha  channal  to  the  debris  basin. 

At  the  Burbank'La  Tuna  Canyon  confluence,  the  trail  would  als^  bridge  to  the  west  and  follow  the  west  side  of  the  Hansen 
Heights  channel.  Cross  Penrose.  La  Tuna  Canyon,  and  Tuxford  et  grade  (signs  only).  Tunnel  under  Sunland.  Cron  Pendleton 
at  grade  (siiyis  only),  changing  to  the  east  side  of  the  channel.  Continue  to  the  end  of  the  channel  at  Stonehurst,  joining  tha 
currently  used  peth  along  Stonehurst  toward  Hansen  Dam. 


Costs 


Retaining  wall  4' 

5.100' 

$  714,000 

Rsmping  under  footbridge 

1 

15.000 

Ramping  over  pipe 

1 

15.000 

Bridge  (San  Fernando  Blvd.) 

100' 

70000 

Ramps  to  chan,  floor  (vert,  chan.) 

6 

399.000 

Concrete  paving  0” 

1,100' 

37.000 

Tunnel  (La  Tuna  Canyon  Rd.) 

1 

208.500 

Subtotal 

$1,458,500 

x  21% 

306  500 

Total 

$1,765,000 

*Ttv  tnt.»l  o(  the  trail  |9  HI  includes  4  7  miles  along  flurbenfc  Western  7  3  miles  flonq  l*  Tune  Ca*»vo«.  I  4  miles  along  Hen«en  H"  ghii 

I  4  m  ''*s  al>r-q  » j' lined  BOW  and  0  S  mdt  through  Griffith  P*rk  end  along  city  st'eetl 
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COMPTON  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAIL 


A  bicycle  trail  along  Compton  Creek  would  extend  the 
regional  trail  system  into  the  relatively  heavily  populated 
Compton  area.  The  trail  would  not  serve  any  regional 
recreational  facilities  but  would  improve  access  to  a 
number  of  neighborhood  parks  and  playgrounds.  In  par¬ 
ticular,  Ramon  Gonzales  Park  north  of  Rosecrans  is  very 
heavily  used  and  the  trail  would  serve  as  an  excellent 
access  route  for  it.  The  length  of  trail  from  Compton 
Boulevard  to  El  Segundo  Boulevard  could  be  developed 
as  a  first-phase  project  or  as  a  complete  project  for  this 
purpose. 

The  channel  ROW  is  already  frequently  used  in  places 
by  children  for  bicycling  and  as  a  neighborhood  play¬ 
ground.  Such  use  could  be  enhanced  by  providing  a 
paved  bicycle  trail.  Existing  patterns  of  use  should  be 
analyzed,  however,  to  ensure  that  improvements  do  not 
decrease  the  recreation  potential  now  afforded  neigh¬ 
borhood  children. 

Major  problems  which  decrease  the  potential  of  this 
channel  for  bicycle  use  include  the  difficulty  of  a  con¬ 
nection  to  the  Los  Angeles  River  trail,  the  cwerad  sec¬ 
tion  between  Alameda  and  Greenleaf,  and  the  two  large 
intersections  which  obstruct  the  channel  ROW  (Imperial/ 
Central  and  Avalon/108th).  Del  Amo  Boulevard,  a  busy 
street  with  freeway  entrances  and  exits,  would  be  used 
by  bicyclists  to  connect  to  the  trail  from  the  Los  Angeles 
River.  The  only  alternative  would  be  a  bridge  across  the 
river,  which  would  be  very  expensive  because  of  the 
channel  width  at  that  point.  City  streets  would  also  be 
used  to  detour  around  the  covered  section  of  channel. 

Use  of  the  channel  floor  is  not  recommended  to  under¬ 
pass  the  two  intersections.  There  is  no  low-flow  channel 
and  there  are  large  amounts  of  garbage  and  debris  on 
the  channel  floor. 

An  equestrian  trail  is  not  recommended  for  Compton 
Creek  since  there  are  no  equestrian  facilities  or  concen¬ 
trations  of  horses  in  the  area. 
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TABLE  4-16.  COMPTON  CREEK  BICVCLE  TRAIL  (8.8  MILES1) 


Route:  From  the  existing  Lot  Angelas  River  bicycle  trail  go  Meet  on  Del  Amo  Bhrd.  for  0.4  mile  to  the  Compton  Creak  bridge. 
Enter  the  Compton  ROW  on  the  watt  tide  atd  pro  read  to  the  north.  Croat  Stott  Fa  Ave.  at  grade  (signs  only).  Cross  the  rad- 
road  paralleling  Alameda  and  enter  Alameda  St  traveling  north  just  south  of  the  Redondo  Beach  Freeway  (a  detour  is  n  scats  ary 
because  the  channel  is  being  covered  north  of  the  freeway  I.  Turn  left  on  Green  leaf  and  travel  watt  to  the  channel,  reentering  the 
ROW  on  the  west  tide.  Cross  Oleander  at  grade  (tipis  only).  Tunnel  under  Alondra  (a  bridge  would  be  provided  across  die  chan¬ 
nel  north  of  Alondra  to  the  playground  and  school).  Tunnel  under  Compton,  Wilmington,  Roaecrans,  El  Segundo.  and  120th  St 
Cross  Central  and  Imperial  at  grade  using  the  existing  uptels,  Cross  1 14th,  Laruit,  the  RR  bridge  at  Lanzit,  and  McKinley  at 
grade  (signs  only).  Cross  Avalon  and  108th  at  grade  using  the  existing  tip tab.  Reenter  the  channel  right-of-way  from  Avalon  on 
the  north  side.  Cross  San  Pedro  et  grade  (signs  only).  Transition  to  city  streets  at  Main. 


Costs 

Asphalt  paving  25,370'  $  380,550 

Tunnels  (open-cut)  6  1.250.160 

Bridge  60'  34,500 

Landscaping  10  locations  130.000 

Fencing  28.000  119,000 

Subtotal  S1.914.000 

x  21%  402,000 

Total  $2,316,000 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  3 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  1 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  4 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  2 

Jurisdictions:  Long  Beach,  Carson.  Compton,  Los  Angeles  City 
and  County 


i 


Thu  8  8-mil.'  total  length  includes  2  miles  of  city  sheet 
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COVOTE  CREEK/NORTH  FORK  BICYCLE  TRAIL 


The  Coyote  Creek  and  North  Fork  channels  would  pro¬ 
vide  a  connection  to  the  regional  backbone  trail  system 
from  heavily  populated  areas  east  of  the  San  Gabriel 
River.  The  trail  would  improve  bicycle  access  from  this 
area  to  the  coast  and  to  Cerritos  County  Park,  as  well  as 
to  several  neighborhood  parks.  It  would  also  function 
as  a  bicycle  transportation  route  to  shops,  businesses, 
and  industries.  The  North  Fork  portion  of  the  trail 
passes  through  a  heavily  industrialized  area  and  the 
channel  could  provide  a  commuter  route  to  these  indus¬ 
tries  for  bicyclists. 

These  channels  are  relatively  well-suited  to  trail  develop¬ 
ment  because  they  have  trapezoidal  sections  for  most  of 
their  lengths  and  because  obstructions  by  crossing 
streets  are  relatively  widely  spaced  compared  to  many 
other  channels.  Only  one  at-grade  crossing  (a  railroad 
track)  would  be  required  for  the  entire  length  of  the 
trail. 

The  Los  Angeles  County  Road  Department  has  published 
a  preliminary  study  of  use  of  the  Coyote  Creek  channel 
for  a  bicycle  path  ( Ref  4-10). 
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TABLE  4-17.  COYOTE  CREEK/NORTH  FORK  BICYCLE  TRAIL  19.8  MILES) 


Route  From  the  existing  Sen  Grtriel  River  bicycle  trail,  turn  north,  following  the  west  side  of  Coyote  Creek.  Ramp  under 
Katelte.  the  San  Gabriel  River  Freeway,  and  Spring.  Bridge  across  the  Artatia-Norwalk  Storm  Drain,  and  ramp  under  Norwalk, 
Ward  low.  Carson,  Centralis,  the  railroad  bridge,  and  Del  Amo  (the  last  two  together).  Ramp  under  Csrmenita,  South  St,  the 
Artasia  Freeway,  and  Marquardt.  Continue  along  the  North  Fork  of  Coy  ote  Creek,  ramping  under  Arteiia.  Tunnel  under  the 
SPT  railroad.  Firestone  and  the  Santa  Ana  Freeway  (one  tunnel),  and  Alondva.  Ramp  under  Rosacrans.  the  AT/SF  railroad, 
and  Foster  Cross  the  mil  spur  at  grade.  Ramp  under  the  Imperial  Hi^tway  and  Meyer.  Transition  to  surface  streets  at  Meyer. 


Costs. 

Ramps  (trap,  chan.)  18  $1,602,000 

Tunnels  (open  cut)  3  625,500 

Bridge  80*  46,000 

Landscaping  4  locations  52,000 

Subtotal  $2,325,500 

x  21%  488,600 


Total  $2,814,000 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  2 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  3 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  2 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  1 

Jurisdictions:  Long  Beach,  Hawaiian  Gardens,  Lakewood, 

Cerritos.  La  Palma.  Santa  Fe  Springs,  Los  Angeles  County 


EATON  WASH  BICYCLE  AND  EQUESTRIAN 
TRAILS 


An  equestrian  trail  along  Eaton  Wash  would  provide  a 
link  between  the  area  of  heavy  equestrian  activity 
around  Eaton  Canyon  Park  and  the  Rio  Hondo  eques¬ 
trian  trail.  It  would  link  equestrian  facilities  in  the 
Eaton  Park  area  to  those  at  the  Whittier  Narrows.  The 
trail  would  connect  the  Rio  Hondo  backbone  route  to 
existing  regional  trails  that  begin  at  Eaton  Canyon  Park 
and  travel  through  the  Altadena  foothills  into  the  San 
Gabriel  Mountains  and  to  Devil's  Gate  Reservoir. 

Although  a  bicycle  trail  along  the  Eaton  Wash  would 
not  be  as  significant  from  a  regional  perspective,  it 
would  extend  the  regional  bicycle  trail  system  into 
heavily  populated  areas  of  Temple  City  and  Pasadena. 

It  would  improve  bicycle  access  to  the  Whittier  Narrows 
and  Eaton  Canyon  regional  parks  and  would  provide  a 
transportation  route  to  local  businesses,  shops,  schools, 
and  industries. 

Despite  these  potential  benefits  and  the  large  amounts 
of  space  available  within  the  channel  ROW,  the  route 
presents  major  difficulties  to  the  development  of  trails. 
The  channel  ROW  is  frequently  obstructed  by  streets 
and  numerous  tunnels  or  at-grade  crossings  would  be 
required.  Use  of  the  channel  floor  would  be  necessary 
in  two  places  to  complete  the  equestrian  trail,  and 
detours  onto  city  streets  would  be  required  for  both 
equestrians  and  bicyclists.  A  150'  bridge  would  be 
needed  to  connect  the  bicycle  trail  to  the  backbone 
trail  along  the  south  side  of  the  Rio  Hondo. 

Both  bicycle  and  equestrian  trails  have  been  proposed 
for  the  Eaton  Wash  in  the  Eaton  Canyon  Master  Plan 
(Ref  4  11). 


1  ABLE  418a  EATON  WASH  BICYCLE  [RAIL  (8.2  MILES1) 


Route  From  the  trail  on  the  sooth  side  of  the  Rio  Hondo,  bndgi  acre  *  the  Rio  Hondo  channel  to  the  west  side  o!  the  Eaton 
Canyon  channel.  Ramp  t*  the  floor  of  the  channel  to  cross  under  Ftati  the  San  Bernardino  Freeway,  and  Loftus  Of  the  channel 
floor  were  inundated,  the  Baldwin  Ave.  tunnel  would  be  used  to  cron  .meter  the  freeway).  Ramp  beck  up  to  the  west  side  of  the 
channel.  Tunnel  under  V.  Hey  Cross  the  SPT  railroad  at  grade,  and  tur  eel  under  Temple  City.  Lower  Anise,  Encimta.  Rosemead. 
Broadway,  and  Las  Tunas  Cross  Muscatel.  Hermosa.  Garibaldi,  Longd  n.  and  Duarte  at  grade. 

Tunnel  under  Huntington  (120'  tunnel  required)  and  California.  Cross  jnder  San  Ptsqual  (no  obstruction),  and  tunnel  under 
Del  Mar.  Continue  north  to  Colorado,  east  on  Colorado,  end  north  ecoa  Colorado  at  the  Kmnttoa  intersection.  Go  north  on 
Kinneloa  to  the  railroad  i  nderpass  under  the  foothill  freeway  (the  rail  throu^i  the  underpass  is  not  presently  used).  Follow  the 
freeway  northwest  to  Fo<  thill  Blvd.  TunnaJ  under  Foothill,  travel  was  to  Maple,  and  reenter  the  channel  ROW  on  the  west  side 
from  Maple.  Cross  Orange  Grove  and  Paloma  at  grade.  Cron  Sierra  MeJre  at  grade  (signals  required).  Continue  north  to  the 
Eaton  Canyon  Dam.  T rav-H  around  the  dam  and  north  along  tha  side  c  f  the  reservoir  on  the  existing  maintenance  road.  Cross 
under  New  V ork  Drive  at  the  existing  channel  underpass.  T  ravel  west 1  rom  the  streambed  to  tha  entrance  road  to  Eaton  Canyon 
Park. 


Costs 


Tunnels 

1 

42.322,500 

Ramps  to  chan,  floor  (vert,  chan  ) 

♦ 

133.000 

Concrete  paving  6" 

1,400* 

47.000 

Bridge  (Rio  Hondo) 

15  r 

105.000 

Fencing 

83,800' 

156.000 

Landscaping 

1  locations 

91,000 

Rest  areas 

i 

89,500 

Signals 

1  location 

_  19,000 

Subtotal 

43.163,000 

x  21% 

664,000 

Total 

43  827.000 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles  5 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  2 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  1 

Secondary  schools  withii  1  mile  6 

Shopping  centers  and  bu  mess  districts  within  2  miles  2 

Jurisdictions  FI  Monte,  Temple  City.  Pasadena,  Los  Angelas  County 


*0!  the  8  2  mile  total  distant  e  03  mile  would  be  on  the  >  hannei  tloo'  and  0  3  mil*  on  cdy  streets 


TABLE  4  18b.  EATON  WASH  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  18.2  MILES1) 

Route  From  the  equestrian  trail  along  the  north  side  of  the  Rio  Hondo,  turn  north  up  the  Eaton  Canyon  channel  and  ramp  to 
the  floor  of  the  channel.  Cross  under  Flair,  the  Sen  Bernardino  Freeway,  and  Loftus,  and  ramp  up  to  the  east  side  of  the  channel. 
Tunnel  under  Valley.  Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  south  of  the  SPT  railroad,  and  back  up  to  the  e«t  side  200'  north  of  Temple 
City.  Tunnel  under  Lower  Azusa.  Encimta,  Rosemead,  Broadway,  and  Lai  Tunas.  Cross  Harmosa,  Muscatel,  and  Garibaldi  at 
grade.  Tunnel  under  Longden,  Duarte,  Huntington  (120'  tunnel  required),  and  California.  Cross  under  San  Pasqual  (no  obstruc¬ 
tion),  and  tunnel  under  Del  Mar 

Leave  the  channel  rifit  of  way  at  Colorado  and  travel  east  through  tha  parking  lot  (the  existing  planted  strip  along  the  north 
edge  of  tha  lot  would  be  widened  for  trail  use;  the  lot  appears  not  to  be  heavily  used).  Cross  Colorado  to  the  north  at  the 
Kinneloa  intersection.  Follow  the  dirt  strip  along  tha  side  of  Kinneloa  to  the  railroad  underpass  under  the  Foothill  Freeway 
(the  rail  through  this  underpass  is  not  presently  used).  Follow  the  freeway  northwest  to  Foothill  Blvd.  Tunnel  under  Foothill 
Blvd.  end  travel  northwest  through  the  power  line  ROW  (being  used  by  a  nursery)  to  the  channel.  Reenter  the  channel  ROW 
on  the  east  side.  Cross  Orange  Grove  and  Paloma  at  grade,  crowing  to  the  west  side  of  the  channel  at  Paloma.  Cross  Sierra 
Madre  at  grade  (signals  required).  Continue  north  to  the  Eaton  Canyon  Dam.  Travel  around  the  dam  on  the  existing  maintenance 
road,  and  north  along  the  side  of  the  reservoir.  Cross  under  New  York  Drive  at  the  existing  channel  underpass  and  continua 
north  along  the  unpwed  streambed  into  Eaton  Canyon  Park. 
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LAGUNA  DOMINGUEZ  BICYCLE  rRAIL 

The  Laguna  Dominguez  channel  does  not  connect 
directly  to  the  existing  backbone  trails  along  the  Los 
Angeles  River,  but  it  approaches  to  within  1.2  miles 
near  its  southern  end.  A  connection  could  be  made 
along  Sepulveda  or  the  Pacific  Coast  Highway,  both  of 
which  are  listed  as  future  bike  routes  in  the  Los  Angeles 
City  Bicycle  Plan.  Assuming  this  connection,  a  bicycle 
trail  along  the  channel  would  extend  the  regional  trail 
system  into  the  heavily  populated  southwestern  portion 
of  the  region. 

The  bicycle  trail  would  serve  recreation  purposes,  pri¬ 
marily  as  a  lead-in  route  to  Alondra  Park,  a  large  and 
heavily  used  local  facility.  Its  major  use,  however, 
would  probably  be  as  a  transportation  route  for  com 
muters.  El  Camino  College,  the  Northrop  Aviation  com¬ 
plex,  and  the  Datsun  office  complex  are  all  adjacent  to 
the  channel  and  a  regional  shopping  center  is  a  few  hun¬ 
dred  feet  from  the  channel. 

Use  of  the  channel  floor  from  Vermont  to  Redondo 
Beach  Boulevard  is  recommended  as  a  means  of  reducing 
the  cost  of  the  trail.  The  channel  is  wide  here,  has  a  flat, 
clean  bottom,  and  has  a  large  low-flow  channel,  so  that 
the  floor  would  remain  dry  for  all  but  a  few  days  of  the 
year.  North  of  Manhattan  Beach  Boulevard  there  is  no 
low-flow  channel.  The  channel  floor  would  be  used  here 
only  to  cross  under  intersections  where  lengthy  tunnels 
would  be  required.  A  six-inch  concrete  paving  strip 
would  be  used  to  keep  the  trail  above  the  level  of  side- 
flows  entering  the  channel. 

The  bicycle  trail  is  divided  here  into  two  segments.  The 
northern  segment  could  be  built  as  a  complete  project, 
since  it  provides  most  of  the  benefits  of  the  combined 
segments.  The  southern  segment  passes  no  parks, 
schools,  business  districts,  or  major  shopping  areas,  but 
it  would  provide  a  commuter  route  for  workers  in  the 
heavy  industries  along  the  southern  end  of  the  channel. 

An  equestrian  trail  is  not  recommended  for  this  channel 
because  there  are  few  horses  in  the  area,  there  are  no 
major  points  of  interest  for  equestrians  along  the  chan¬ 
nel,  and  there  are  no  good  means  of  connecting  an 
equestrian  trail  to  the  regional  backbone  trail  along  the 
Los  Angeles  River. 

The  Los  Angeles  County  Road  Department  has  studied 
the  possibility  of  using  the  Dominguez  Channel  for  a 
bicycle  trail  and  has  proposed  a  number  of  alternative 


construe  ti on  solutions.  These  alternatives  include  vari¬ 
ous  combinations  of  bridging  and  ramping  techniques 
for  cros;  ing  obstructing  streets. 

The  Laguna  Dominguez  trail  would  have  much  more 
importance  in  the  regional  system  if  a  means  were  found 
to  connect  it  to  the  Ballona  Creek  trail  via  Centinela 
Creek,  "his  would  achieve  a  much-needed  cross-town 
connect  on  through  a  heavily  urbanized  area. 

There  would  be  a  3’/a-mile  gap,  however,  from  the 
southern  end  of  the  proposed  Centinela  Creek  trail 
(see  Class  D  projects)  to  the  northern  end  of  the 
Laguna  Dominguez  trail.  Automobile  traffic  is  heavy 
in  this  area,  and  the  use  of  city  streets  by  bicyclists 
would  probably  be  difficult. 
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TABLE  4-19.  LAGUNA  DOMINQUEZ  BICYCLE  TRAIL 
SEGMENT  1:  HENRY  FORD  AVENUE  TO  WILMINGTON  AVENUE  (S  I  MILES) 

Routt  Entar  the  channel  right-of-way  on  the  won  lidi  from  Honry  Fold  Avo.  Travol  north,  poning  undor  Andwtm  (no  Obstruc¬ 
tion).  Ramp  undor  dM  Aibamarle  St  raHroad  bridge  and  eondnua  north  undar  tha  Pacific  Coait  Midway  (no  ohatruction)  to 
Ssputvoda.  Ramp  undar  Sepulveda  and  dw  pipaa  u  acting  at  Sapulvada,  Alamada.  and  tha  raHroad  bridgea  at  Alamada,  and  dw 
Wilmington/223rd  mwrwchon  dong  ramps  would  bo  naadad  in  all  duaa  placaa). 


Costs 

Aiphalt  paving  8,440  $  102,500 

Rwurfactng  S.BSa  28,000 

Rampi  undar  crouingi  (trap,  chan.)  4  (3  long)  618,000 

Subtotal  $  648,500 

a  21%  136,000 

Total  $  784,500 


Rational  paths  within  2  milas  0 

Nandiborhood  park*  adjaoant  0 

Collagaa  and  unnanidaa  within  2  milas  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mils  0 

Shopping  oanttn  and  tsuwnaw  dntncts  within  2  ml  lai  0 

Jurisdictions:  Los  Angelas  City.  Canon 

SEGMENT  2  WILMINGTON  AVENUE  TO  114#i  STREET  111.4  MILES1) 

Route  Continue  north  along  tha  wast  side,  ramping  under  dw  railroad  bridgi  and  die  pipe  crossing  that  obttruen  tha  San  Diego 
Freeway  underpass.  Rsanp  undar  Canon.  213th.  Avalon.  Main.  Figueroa,  and  180di.  Cross  undar  the  Harbor  Freeway  (no  obstruc¬ 
tion).  Cross  182nd  at  grads  (signs  only),  ihanpng  so  tha  east  aids  of  tha  channal  at  dw  182nd  St.  bridge.  Ramp  to  tha  channel 
floor  south  ol  Vermont.  Continue  on  dw  chMsnal  floor  to  tha  north  aide  of  Redondo  Beach  Bled.  Access  rwnpa  to  tha  channel 
floor  would  be  provided  at  Normandy,  dfaaaam,  Q remarry.  Van  Naas,  and  Crenshaw. 

Bridge  across  dw  low-flaw  channal  north  of  Redondo  Beach  Mid  ramp  up  to  the  west  side  of  tha  channal.  Continue  north  dsroufi 
Alondre  Park  to  Manhattan  Beach  Bhrd.  Tunnel  under  Manhattan  Beach  and  Compton.  Cross  147th  at  grade  (signs  only).  Ramp 
to  tha  channal  floor  and  back  up  to  dw  wast  side  to  cross  undar  dw  Crenahaw/Roaacram  intersection  Tunnel  undar  136th  and 
El  Sepindo.  Ramp  to  tha  channal  floor  south  of  120th,  and  back  up  to  Iha  north  side  west  ol  Crenshaw  Continue  to  1 16ds  St, 
and  transition  there  to  city  straati. 

The  channel  along  13Gdi  St.  would  act  as  a  lead-in  strip  to  dw  main  trail.  Riders  would  cross  at  grade  over  dw  intersecting  straets, 
and  vary  little  improvement  would  be  naadad  except  a  bridge  across  dw  Dominguae  channal  to  dw  mam  trail. 

A  rest  area  would  ba  located  south  of  Main  St.,  where  theta  is  a  good  view  of  Iha  Goodyear  Blimp  landing  area.  Alondra  Park 
would  also  he  used  as  a  rest  stop. 


Costs 


Asphalt  paving 

2.540’ 

$  38,000 

Resurfacing 

8,400’ 

27,000 

Concrete  paving  3" 

13,440’ 

288,000 

Concrete  paving  6' 

800’ 

20.000 

Rttmps  under  crossings  (trip,  chan.) 

8  (2  ihort) 

685,000 

Ramps  to  chan,  floor  (vtrt.  chan.) 

11 

731,500 

Tunnels  (open-cut) 

4 

833.500 

Landscaping 

12  locations 

158.000 

Fencing 

17,000’ 

72,500 

Rett  area 

1 

192,000 

Bridga  at  135th  St 

80’ 

34,500 

Low-flow  crossing 

1 

5.500 

Subtotal 

83.084.500 

*21% 

643,500 

Total 

$3,708,000 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

0 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent 

2 

Collars  end  universities  within  2  milas 

2 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

8 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 
Jurisdictions  Canon,  Los  Angelas  City,  Garden*,  Torrance, 
Los  Angelas  County,  Hawrthome,  Inglawood 

3 

'  Thp  prawn  r.‘ii^ih  mi  'urtGi  1  8  m>fto  ttung  the  138th  Street  channel.  which  would  act  to  vetenvon  of  the*  mam  trail 
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(Tabto  4-19  Continued) 

PROJECT  TOTALS 

Tout  Cost  $4,492,600 

RagionaJ  pariu  within  2  mitw 

rmpiDontooo  pmki  ■Jyacsm 

Coils  gw  aid  univonitlw  within  2  mitw 

Socondory  tchooh  within  1  mite 

Shopping  oanttn  aid  buoinwi  dtttnca  within  2  milw 


limekiln  creek  equestrian  trail 


Aliso  Creek  is  recommended  as  the  primary  route  for  a 
connection  through  this  area  from  the  proposed  Los 
Angeles  River  equestrian  trail  to  the  existing  Twelfth 
District  (City  of  Los  Angeles)  trail  system.  A  trail  along 
Limekiln,  however,  would  provide  an  alternative  route 
for  riders,  and  would  create  an  1 1.3-mile  trail  loop 
through  an  area  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley  where  there 
is  heavy  equestrian  activity. 

A  bicycle  trail  is  not  recommended  along  Limekiln 
because  one  side  of  the  channel  has  only  marginal  suita¬ 
bility  for  trail  development  and  an  equestrian  trail  would 
be  a  priority  in  this  area. 

LOPEZ  CANYON  BICYCLE  TRAIL 

A  bicycle  trail  along  the  Lopez  Canyon  channel  would 
provide  a  lead-in  path  to  the  Hansen  Dam  Recreation 
area.  It  would  also  extend  the  regional  trail  system  from 
the  proposed  Tujunga  Wash  trail  north  to  the  San  Gabriel 
foothills. 

The  channel  ROW  would  provide  a  good  trail  route 
except  for  a  major  obstruction  being  created  by  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Foothill  Freeway.  It  would  be  necessary 
to  use  city  streets  to  detour  around  this  obstruction. 

An  equestrian  trail  is  not  recommended  for  this  channel 
because  there  are  no  existing  trails  in  the  base  of  Lopez 
Canyon  to  which  it  could  connect.  Riders  presently  use 
the  Little  Tujunga  Canyon  wash  to  gain  access  from  the 
Hansen  Dam  area  to  San  Gabriel  Mountain  trails. 
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TABLE  4-20.  LIMEKILN  CREEK  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  12.8  MILES) 

Route  Bridge  front  tha  propoMd  trail  on  the  eat  side  of  Altto  Crook  to  (ho  touth  lido  of  Limekiln  Cron  Tompo  ond  Corbin  m 
grade,  chonging  to  the  north  side  of  the  channel  ot  Corbin.  Tunnel  under  Plummer  end  cross  Corbin  ot  grade  north  ot  Plummer 
Tunnel  under  Linen  ond  Devonihire,  and  continue  north  to  the  Limekiln  Debris  Bain. 


Costs 

Tunnels 
Bridga 
Fencing 
Landscaping 
Subtotal 
x  21% 


$  556,500 
9,000 

55,500 
104,000 
$  725.000 

152,500 
$  877,500 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

Neighborhood  perks  adjacent 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

Shopping  canters  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 

Jurisdictions  Los  Angeles  City 


TABLE  4-21.  LOPEZ  CANVON  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (1.4  MILES1) 

Route  From  the  Hansen  Dem  Recraetkm  Area,  tunnel  under  Foothill  Bind,  on  die  eol  tide  of  the  charnel.  Croat  Terra  Belle  et 
grade.  Continue  north  to  the  Foothill  Freeway,  and  follow  tha  freeway  ROW  to  the  cul-de-tac  at  Pierce.  Travel  touth  on  Pie  roe. 
north  of  Foothill,  and  eat  on  Van  Nuyi.  crowing  under  the  fraearey  and  reentering  the  channel  ROW  on  the  eat  aide.  Cron 
Fillmore  «  grade,  and  traniition  to  urfaoa  meets  at  Paxton. 


Costs 

Asphalt  paving 
Tunnels 
Fencing 
Landscaping 
Rett  area 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  r 

Jurisdiction!  Las  Angeles  City  and  County 


S  232.500 

185.500 
66.000 
78.000 

44.500 

S  606.500 

127.500 
S  734.000 


Thu  distance  includes  0  4  mile  ot  on  street  trail 


PACOIMA  WASH  BICYCLE  TRAIL 


A  bicycle  trail  along  the  Pacoima  Wash  would  provide 
increased  access  to  the  regional  trail  system  from  a 
heavily  populated  part  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley.  It 
would  also  create  a  recreational  trail  connection  between 
the  proposed  Tujunga  Wash  trail  and  the  Lopez  Flood 
Control  Basin,  a  potential  recreation  area.  It  would  pro¬ 
vide  a  local  bicycle  transportation  route  for  residential 
areas  along  the  channel. 

The  ROW  is  suitable  for  only  one  trail,  since  much  of 
the  southwestern  side  has  little  or  no  available  space 
south  of  Van  Nuys  Boulevard.  A  bicycle  trail  is  recom¬ 
mended  rather  than  an  equestrian  trail  because  the  chan¬ 
nel  would  not  provide  access  to  any  major  equestrian 
facilities  or  trails. 

The  trapezoidal  section  of  the  channel  would  facilitate 
trail  development,  hut  the  ROW  is  obstructed  at  frequent 
intervals  by  streets.  Numerous  at-grade  crossings  or 
ramps  would  be  required. 

SANTA  ANITA  WASH  BICYCLE  TRAIL 

A  bicycle  trail  along  the  Santa  Anita  Wash  would  extend 
the  regional  trail  system  from  the  Rio  Hondo  backbone 
trail  north  through  Arcadia  to  the  San  Gabriel  foothills. 
The  trail  would  improve  bicycle  access  to  the  Peck  Road 
Park,  the  Whittier  Narrows,  and  the  Arcadia  Wilderness 
Park.  It  would  also  provide  a  transportation  route  for 
local  residents. 

I  he  equestrian  trail  lies  on  the  west  side  of  the  channel 
west  of  the  channel  access  toad.  The  bicycle  trail  would 
also  be  on  this  side  of  the  channel,  but  the  two  would 
be  separated  by  the  existing  fence.  It  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  equestrian  trail  to  cross  the  bicycle  path  in 
several  places. 

There  is  an  existing  equestrian  trail  along  the  entire 
length  of  the  channel  south  of  Sycamore  Street. 

I  he  Los  Angeles  County  Road  Department  has  published 
a  pichminary  study  of  the  feasibility  of  use  of  the  chan 
htl  right  of  way  for  a  bicycle  tiail  (Ref  4  12). 


TABLE  4  22  PACOIMA  WASH  BICYCLE  TRAIL  16.1  MILES1! 


Haul,'  Bridge  from  die  |  roposed  Tujunga  Wash  (rail  to  die  northeast  tide  of  the  Paco i me  Wash.  Cross  Wentworth.  Branford. 
Montague,  and  Wenjo  at  jrade  Ramp  under  Osborne,  cross  Terra  Bell  i  at  grade,  and  ramp  under  Van  Nuys.  Bridge  to  the  west 
side,  ramp  under  Devonshire,  and  cross  Paxton  at  grade.  Bridgs  beck  ever  the  channel  to  the  east  side,  cross  under  the  Golden 
Stats  Freeway  (no  ramp  ncessary )  and  tunnel  under  Laurel  Cenyon.  North  of  Laurel  Canyon  continue  along  the  freeway  ROW 
south  of  the  Simi/San  Fernando  Freeway  to  H  add  on  Ave.  and  cross  under  freeway  at  the  existing  tunnel  there.  Continue  on 
the  east  side  of  the  channel  and  ramp  under  Sen  Fernando  aid  the  S.P.R.R.  Croat  4th  St.  and  6th  St.  at  grade.  Ramp  under 
Glenoaks  and  Foothill,  aid  continue  under  the  Foothill  Freeway  (no  r«np  necessary).  Fifteen  feat  of  — ment  must  be  secured 
from  the  storage  yard  between  Foothill  BWd.  and  Foothill  Freeway.  This  area  is  not  presently  used.  Transition  to  surfaoa  streets 
at  Fenton  Ave. 


Costs 


Asphalt  paving 

17,500' 

$  262,600 

Resurface  existing  pevinc. 

14,000' 

45,000 

Tunnel 

1 

185,500 

Ramps 

7 

623,000 

Bridges 

3 

112,000 

Fencing 

2,300' 

10,000 

Landscaping 

22 

286,000 

Rest  areas 

1 

44,500 

Subtotal 

$1,568,500 

x  21% 

329.500 

Total 

$1,898,000 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles  4 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  2 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  7 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  1 

Jurisdictions:  Los  Angeles  City,  San  Fernando 


1 


Includes  0  6  mile  ol  on  stre*  t  >■  jil 


TABLE  4  23.  SANTA  ANITA  WASH  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (4.9  MILES) 

Route  From  the  Rio  Hondo  bicycle  trail  on  the  north  side  of  the  Peck  Reservoir,  bridge  across  the  Santa  Anita  channel  to  the 
west  side  Travel  north  on  the  west  side,  tunneling  under  Live  Oak  west  of  the  existing  equestrian  tunnel.  Cross  Longden  and 
Cammo  Real  at  grade.  Tunnel  under  Duarte  west  of  the  existing  equestrian  tunnel.  Cross  Huntington  and  5th  Ave.  at  grade, 
using  existing  signals,  and  reenter  the  channel  ROW  on  the  eat  side.  Cross  Sente  Clare  at  grade.  Cross  under  the  Foothill  Free¬ 
way  (no  obstruction)  to  2nd  St.  Cross  2nd  and  Colorado  at  grade  using  the  existing  signals,  and  continue  north  from  Colorado 
on  the  west  side  of  the  channel.  Cross  under  Foothill  Blvd.  (no  obstruction),  aid  cross  to  the  eat  side  on  the  existing  bridge. 
Cross  Sycamore  at  grade,  and  traisition  to  city  streets  at  Elkin,  or  continue  along  the  east  side  of  the  debris  bain  (•  1/4-mrte 
extension  pat  the  debris  basin  would  connect  the  trail  to  Wilderness  Perk). 


Costs' 

Asphalt  paving  23,760'  $  356.500 

Tunnels  (open  cut)  2  370,500 

Fencing  24,360'  107,000 

Rest  areas  2  89,500 

Landscaping  4  locations  52,000 

Subtotal  $  975.500 

*21%  205^000 

Total  $1,180,500 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  2 

Neighborhood  paiks  adjacent  2 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  6 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  1 

Jurisdictions  Arcadia.  Monrovia 
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SAWPIT  WASH  BICYCLE  AND  EQUESTRIAN 
TRAILS 

The  southern  end  of  the  Sawpit  Wash  below  the  Buena 
Vista  channel  is  recommended  as  part  of  a  Class  B  proj¬ 
ect  that  would  connect  the  existing  backbone  trails 
along  the  Rio  Hondo  and  San  Gabriel  Rivers. 

Trails  along  Sawpit  north  of  the  Buena  Vista  confluence 
would  extend  the  regional  trail  system  from  the  Rio 
Hondo  backbone  to  the  San  Gabriel  foothills.  These 
trails  would  provide  improved  access  to  the  backbone 
system,  to  the  Whittier  Narrows  Recreation  Area,  and, 
via  the  proposed  Buena  Vista  connector,  to  the  Santa 
Fe  Dam  Recreation  Area. 

The  bicycle  trail  would  also  provide  a  transportation 
route  for  local  residents  that  would  improve  bicycle 
access  to  neighborhood  parks,  shops,  and  businesses 
along  the  channel  ROW.  The  equestrian  trail  would  link 
a  concentration  of  equestrians  in  Monrovia  and  Bradbury 
to  the  Rio  Hondo  and  Whittier  Narrows  equestrian  facil¬ 
ities.  It  would  also  provide  the  possibility  fora  trail  loop 
to  the  Santa  Anita  channel  and  San  Gabriel  Mountain 
trails. 

The  channel  ROW  is  generally  satisfactory  for  trail 
development  except  for  two  major  obstructions.  The 
channel  is  covered  for  600  feet  south  of  Central  Avenue 
by  a  building,  the  210  Freeway,  and  two  streets.  At  the 
Royal  Oaks/Mountain  intersection,  the  channel  is 
covered  for  about  230  feet.  Bicyclists  would  detour 
around  these  obstructions  using  city  streets.  Equestrians 
would  use  lightly  traveled  city  streets  from  Duarte  to 
Central,  and  the  channel  floor  under  the  Royal  Oaks/ 
Mountain  intersection. 

The  Lor,  Angeles  County  Road  Department  has  published 
a  preliminary  study  of  the  feasibility  of  use  of  the  chan¬ 
nel  ROW  for  a  bicycle  trail  (Ref  4  13). 
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f  ABLE  4  24a.  SAWPt  T  WASH  BICYCLE  T  RAIL  I46MILES1! 


Ron u  F rom  the  proposed  Saw  pit/ Buena  Vista  trad  on  the  east  side  of  Sewptt.  cross  the  existing  footbridge  to  the  west  side 
prior  to  the  Buena  Vista  confluence.  Cross  Shrode  end  Euclid  et  grade  Follow  Euclid  aast  and  Mountain  Ave.  north  to  Royal 
Oaks.  Reenter  the  channel  ROW  on  the  east  side  north  of  Royal  Oaks  Cross  Lemon.  Wild  Roaa,  and  Greys  tone  at  grade  At 
Norumbega  Or  transition  to  surface  streets,  traveling  east  to  Norumbega  Rd.  and  north  on  Norumbega  R d.  to  the  flood  con¬ 
trol  service  road  Continue  on  this  road  to  Monrovia  Canyon  Park. 


Cost' 

Asphalt  paving  19,800'  $  297,000 

Fencing  19,800  84.000 

Landscaping  11  locations  143.000 

Rest  area  1  44,500 

Subtotal  $  568,500 

x  21%  119,500 


Total  $  688,000 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  3 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  4 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  0 

Jurisdictions  Arcadia,  Irwmdale,  Monrovia,  Los  Angeles  County 


Th*-  4  f>  !  >?.i:  U.xigrh  >rn  li,»J«*v  1  }  miles  ■■  ■»>  ■  riMt  ami  1  0  mil*  or*  t  loud  'ontiol  D1 » i f <CI  veryiC*  ro«d 


TABLE  4  24to  SAWPIT  WASH  EQUESTRIAN  TRAIL  14.6  MILES1! 

Route  From  the  proposed  Sawpit/Buena  Vista  trail  on  the  south  side  of  Buena  Vista,  bridge  across  the  Buena  Vista  channel  to 
the  east  side  of  Sawpit.  Cross  Shrode  and  Euclid  et  grade.  Tunnel  undei  Duarte.2  Cross  the  railroad  bridge  on  the  north  side  of 
Duarte  to  the  west,  and  continue  along  the  rail  ROW  to  Shamrock  Travel  north  along  Shamrock  under  the  freeway  to  Central 
Follow  the  dirt  strip  on  the  north  side  of  Central  to  the  channel,  reentering  the  ROW  on  the  eart  side  Tunnel  under  Huntington.2 
Ramp  to  the  channel  floor  south  of  the  Royal  0*s/Mountain  intersection,  and  back  up  to  the  west  side  north  of  the  point  where 
the  adjacent  perking  lot  obstructs  the  west  access  road.  Cross  Lemon.  Wild  Rose,  Greys  tone,  and  Norumbega  Or.  at  grada.  crossing 
to  the  east  side  of  the  channel  at  Norumbega  Dr.  Trwel  north  to  Norumbega  Rd  .  and  follow  Norumbega  Rd.  to  Monrovia  Canyon 
Park 


Costs 


Bridge 

20 

$  9.000 

Underpasses2 

2 

266.000 

Ramps  to  chan,  floor  (vert  chan  ) 

2 

133.000 

Concrete  paving  6" 

850' 

28.500 

Fencing 

22,000 

93  500 

Landscaping 

10  locations 

130,000 

Rest  area 

1 

44.500 

Subtotal 

$  704.500 

x  21% 

148.000 

Total 

$  852.500 

I  hi  I.  |M|'||  1.  ♦V.qlh  H  •!• .  tj  J  'T».  -t\  \  tier  tv  1)  1  nil  I  >••  the  (  ha .  4111I  l‘i  "•  lr  Mil  f  Itxjd  C'tl'l,Ol  Olill'd  tt'yirj  rojd 

b'  *'M  **  ■ .  .»>••  |. filer  r.»  . . .  >»Dp*'ai  in  !'•  vr't  vtippor  ting  acrn  .  |ht  ('nil"  -IOW  TNulth  C  .Hw"  t>  *oul(1  th^n-lore  probably  not  he  requir'd 

whiih  4M'"l  "  >lmi»  the  r,i»s'  ,r>.rtrep»v%t~. 


WALNUT  BIG  DALTON/SAN  DIMAS  BICYCLE 
TRAIL 

This  trail  would  extend  the  regional  trail  system  through 
one  of  the  more  heavily  populated  parts  of  the  eastern 
San  Gabriel  Valley.  It  would  provide  residents  of  this 
area  with  improved  bicycle  access  to  the  regional  back¬ 
bone  system,  Whittier  Narrows,  the  southern  coastline, 
the  San  Gabriel  Mountains,  and  to  several  smaller 
regional  parks,  including  San  Dimas  Canyon  Park  and 
Marshall  Canyon  Park.  It  would  also  provide  a  transpor¬ 
tation  route  to  businesses,  shops,  and  industries  in  the 
area,  and  to  a  number  of  secondary  schools. 

Despite  these  benefits,  the  trail  would  have  significant 
drawbacks.  A  connection  to  the  San  Gabriel  River  trail 
would  require  a  long  bridge,  since  there  are  no  street 
crossings  m  the  vicinity  of  the  Walnut  Creek/San  Gabriel 
confluence  that  would  be  good  for  bicycle  use.  Also, 
there  are  numerous  obstructions  along  the  route,  includ¬ 
ing  two  freeways.  Two  detours  on  city  streets  and  a 
large  number  of  tunnels  and  at-grade  crossings  would  be 
required. 

There  are  a  large  number  of  equestrians  along  the  north¬ 
ern  part  of  this  route.  An  equestrian  trail  is  not  recom¬ 
mended,  however,  because  of  the  frequent  at-grade 
crossings  or  tunnels  that  would  be  required,  and  because 
other  existing  and  proposed  trails  appear  to  satisfy 
regional  needs  better  than  this  route  would.  The  San 
Gabriel  River  trail,  Skyline/Marshal!  Creek  trails  and  the 
purposed  San  Jose/Thompson  Creek  trails  all  provide 
d>  cess  from  the  regional  backbone  to  the  San  Gabriel 
Mountains  through  the  San  Gabriel  Valley. 
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TABLE  4  26  WALNUT/BIG  DALTON/SAN  DIMAS  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (13  9  MILES1) 

Routt  from  die  bicycl a  trail  on  the  watt  side  of  the  San  Gabriel  River,  bndp  acroaa  tha  San  Gabritl  to  the  north  lida  of  Walnut 
Crnak  Part  undar  tha  San  Gabnat  Rivar  Freeway  (no  otetruction).  Tunrtal  undar  Bddwm  Park.  Croat  tha  SPT  railroad.  Vineland, 
and  Franc  aquito  atgradr  Trawl  nordnwtt  an  Frencitquito  undar  tha  San  Oamardino  Freeway,  thanaaatdn  Garwy  to  tiw  Big 
Dalton  channel.  Entar  dta  chwinet  on  tha  north  uda.  Croat  Maroad  and  Pad  tic  at  grade.  Tunnai  undar  Badillo,  and  eras  Puanaa 
at  grade  Tunnai  undar  Ramona,  and  Croat  tha  SPT  railroad  and  Lot  Angalat  at  pads.  Tunnai  undar  Axuaa  Canyon 

Croat  tha  railroad  and  Cypntt  at  grade  and  tunnai  undar  I  twin  dale.  Croat  to  tha  south  uda  of  tha  channel  on  tha  eawtmg  foot- 
bridge  aid  continue  north,  c rotting  Vincent  at  grade.  Follow  tha  south  tide  of  tha  San  Dimat  With  to  Lath  Elian.  Croat  Lark 
Elian  at  grade,  and  Croat  tha  channal  owr  tha  Lath  Ellon  bridge  to  tha  north  tide  of  San  Dimat  Wadi.  Tunnai  undar  Anna  and 
Croat  Con  wall  and  Hollenbeck  at  grade.  Tunnai  undar  Citrua,  Barranca.  Arrow,  and  Grand.  Croat  Glendora.  Juanita.  Bonnie  Cow. 

G  lack  tone,  and  Sunflower  at  grada,  creating  to  tha  touth  tide  of  tha  channal  at  Gl  tab  tone  Croat  undar  tha  railroad  (no  obstruction), 
and  tunnai  undar  Lone  Hill  Laaw  tha  channal  ri^it-of-way  at  tha  southbound  lane  of  tha  210  Freeway  and  follow  dta  freeway 
to  Allan  Street  Tum  left  on  Allan,  Croat  undar  tha  210  Freeway,  turn  left  on  Amalia.  Croat  undar  the  30  Freeway,  and  raawtar 
tha  San  Dimat  Waah  nghtotwey  on  tha  north  tida  of  tha  channal.  Croat  Cataract.  San  Dimat.  and  Foodtdl  at  grade.  Continue 
eatt  to  tha  and  of  gw  channal.  titan  along  the  north  edp  of  tha  tpreedhig  grounds  to  San  Dimas  Canyon  Park 


Cota 


Asphalt  paving 

66,<xxr 

S  980.000 

Tunnels  (open  cut) 

11 

2.292.000 

Bridge  (San  Gabriel  Rivar) 

430* 

430.000 

Fencing 

66.000' 

200.500 

Landscaping 

15  locations 

195.000 

Rest  areas 

2 

89.500 

Subtotal 

*4.277.000 

a  21% 

098.000 

Total 

*5.175  000 

Raw  on  al  parks  within  2  mites  5 

Neighborhood  parks  adiacant  4 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  2 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  IB 

Shopping  can  tan  and  business  districts  within  ;  miles  4 

Jurisdictions  Baldwin  Perk.  West  Covina.  Irwmdafe.  Covina.  Glendora.  San  Dimes.  Lot  Angpiaa  County 


1 


The 


13  9  mile  length  ot  the  trail  <m  udet  one  mile  on  niy  streets 


4-73 


WALNUT  CREEK  {EAST  OF  BIG  DALTON)  BICYCLE 
TRAIL  AND  EQUESTRIAN  UNDERPASS 


The  proposed  Walnut  Creek/Big  Dalton/San  Dimas 
bicycle  trail  is  recommended  as  the  primary  extension 
of  the  regional  system  into  the  area  of  the  San  Gabriel 
Valley  between  the  San  Gabriel  River  and  San  Jose 
Creek.  However,  a  trail  along  Walnut  Creek  east  of  the 
Big  Dalton  confluence  would  further  expand  the  area 
served  by  the  system.  The  Walnut  Creek  bicycle  trail 
would  improve  access  from  the  middle  San  Gabriel 
Valley  to  the  backbone  trail  system,  the  Whittier  Nar¬ 
rows  Recreation  Area,  the  Puddingstone  Recreation 
Area,  and  to  local  parks  along  the  channel.  It  would 
also  provide  a  transportation  route  to  schools,  businesses, 
and  shops,  including  two  regional  shopping  centers. 

The  channel  is  covered  for  about  2,000  feet  by  a  shop 
ping  center  parking  lot  in  West  Covina  and  the  ROW  is 
obstructed  in  many  places  by  street  crossings.  These 
crossings  include  the  San  Bernardino  Freeway  and  three 
intersections. 

There  is  an  existing  equestrian  trail  along  the  eastern 
end  of  the  channel  from  Citrus  Avenue  to  the  Walnut 
Creek  Park.  This  trail  links  an  area  of  equestrian  activity 
around  Cortez  Park  to  equestrian  facilities  in  Walnut 
Creek  Park,  including  a  ridingclub  and  a  trail  which 
leads  to  Puddingstone  Park. 

The  San  Bernardino  Freeway  is  presently  a  major 
obstruction  on  this  trail.  Riders  must  leave  the  channel 
ROW  to  travel  on  city  streets  through  the  Grand  Avenue 
on  Holt  Avenue  underpasses.  Since  traffic  on  these 
streets  is  fairly  heavy,  riders  frequently  trailer  their 
horses  between  the  two  areas.  An  undercrossing  on  the 
channel  floor  under  the  freeway  would  greatly  improve 
the  usefulness  of  the  existing  trail.  The  cost  of  the 
undercrossing,  including  two  ramps  to  the  channel  floor 
and  150  feet  of  6  inch  concrete  paving,  would  be  about 
$167,000.  Such  an  undercrossing  might  also  be  useful 
for  the  Skyline  Trail.  Current  plans  for  that  route 
include  use  of  the  Holt  Avenue  underpass. 

An  equestrian  trail  is  not  recommended  between  the 
Big  Dalton  confluence  and  Citius  Avenue  because  of 
the  frequent  obstructions  along  the  channel  ROW. 

When  completed,  the  Skyline  Trail  will  link  the  existing 
equestrian  trail  on  Walnut  Creek  to  the  San  Gabriel 
River  backbone  trail. 


TABLE  4-28.  WALNUT  CREEK  BtCVCLE  TRAIL  16  5  MILES1) 


Rout*  From  the  proposed  Walnut/ B*g  Dal  ton /San  Dima  trail,  croa  Frendsquito  at  pads.  laenlering  die  Walnut  Cioak  ROW  on 
the  south  uda  of  tha  channel  Cross  Big  Dalton  Am.  at  grada,  and  tunnal  undar  Puana.  Croa  Willow  at  fade.  Croa  Maraad  and 
Orange  at  die  aaisting  w  terser  tron  Tunnal  undar  Cameron  md  Sunsat,  and  croa  Santa  a  grada.  Fotlaw  tha  Wat  Covina  Farit 
way  on-straat  from  Sarvica  to  California.  Eat  of  California  manta  tha  channai  ROW  on  tha  south  uda.  Tunnal  unda  Vacant 
and  croa  Valinda  at  grada.  Tunnal  unda  Lark  Elian,  Aauta.  Hollan back,  and  Citrus,  and  croa  Barranca  at  grada.  Travel  north 
an  Barranca  to  crocs  unda  tha  San  Bernardino  Franway,  than  east  on  Oarvey  Raanta  tha  channai  ROW  an  tha  nordt  side. 

Travel  1500  fact  north,  and  bridge  to  tha  south  side.  Tunnal  unda  Grand,  and  cross  Oak  Canyon  and  Covina  MBit  at  grada.  At 
Covina  Hills,  transition  to  surface  streets 


Cats: 

Aaghalt  paving 
Tunnels  (opart- cut) 

Bridge 


Landscaping 
Rest  area 
Subtotal 
>21% 


21.900' 

9 

16' 

29,800* 

10  locations 
1 


81,668.000 

7,000 

126.500 

130,000 

44,500 

81.976,000 

415.000 

82.391.000 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adiaoant  3 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miiei  0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  8 

Shopping  centals  and  business  districts  within  2  milat  2 

Jurisdictions  Baldwin  Park.  Wail  Covina.  Covina,  Los  Angelas  County 


The  6.5-mile  totsi  length  -nciudet  0  8  mite  of  onstreet  trail 


Arcadia  Wash  (South  End)  Bicycle  Trail 
Centinela  Creek  Bicycle  Trail 
Coyote  Creek  (North  End)  Bicycle  Trail 
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CLASS  D  PROJECTS 


J 
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ARCADIA  WASH  (SOUTH  END)  BICYCLE  TRAIL 

The  Arcadia  Wash  from  the  Rio  Hondo  confluence  to 
Las  Tunas  Dr.  would  provide  a  lead-in  trail  to  the 
regional  backbone.  The  channel  ROW  would  provide 
a  link  from  the  commercial  area  around  Las  Tunas  Dr. 
and  residential  areas  in  Temple  City  to  the  regional  trail 
system.  Beyond  Las  Tunas  Dr.,  frequent  obstructions 
would  make  extending  the  trail  impractical. 

Due  to  its  short  length  and  termination  in  a  commercial 
area,  an  equestrian  trail  is  not  recommended. 

CENTINELA  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAIL 

A  bicycle  trail  along  Centinela  Creek  would  provide  a 
lead-in  route  to  the  Ballona  Creek  bicycle  trail.  It  would 
improve  access  to  the  beach  and  to  the  South  Bay  bicycle 
trail  from  adjacent  residential  areas  and  would  also  pro¬ 
vide  a  local  bicycle  transportation  route  to  shops,  busi¬ 
nesses,  and  industries  in  the  area. 

The  route  is  obstructed  by  a  number  of  major  streets 
crossings  as  well  as  the  San  Diego  Freeway.  The  channel 
is  covered  for  a  distance  of  about  850  feet  between  the 
San  Diego  Freeway  and  Sepulveda  Boulevard. 

An  abandoned  railroad  ROW  from  which  the  rails  have 
been  removed  parallels  the  channel  from  Centinela  to 
La  Cienega.  Because  of  the  railroad  underpasses,  the 
rail  ROW  is  preferable  to  the  channel  access  road  for 
bicycle  use. 

The  Los  Angeles  County  Road  Department  has  made  a 
preliminary  study  of  the  feasibility  of  a  bicycle  path 
along  Centinela  Creek.  The  route  proposed  by  the  Road 
Department  is  described  in  Table  4-28. 

COYOTE  CREEK  (NORTH  END)  BICYCLE  TRAIL 

While  the  Coyote  Creek/North  Fork  route  is  recom¬ 
mended  as  the  primary  regional  trail  in  this  area,  a 
bicycle  trail  along  Coyote  Creek  from  the  North  Fork 
confluence  to  the  end  of  the  channel  would  extend  the 
regional  system  further  by  providing  access  from  popu¬ 
lous  areas  of  La  Mirada  and  Buena  Park.  This  trail  would 
improve  bicycle  access  to  the  coast  and  to  the  San 
Gabriel  River  bicycle  trail.  It  would  also  provide  a  trans¬ 
portation  route  for  workers  in  the  industrial  areas  along 
the  channel. 


TABLE  4  27  ARCADIA  MASH  (SOUTH  END)  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (1.2  MILES) 

Route  At  the  Rio  Hondo  confluence  bridge  from  the  Mit  tide  of  the  R»o  Hondo  to  #w  west  side  of  Arcadia  Wadi.  Tunnel  under  Lower 
A/uta  and  cross  Grand.  Freer  Dames.  Live  Oak.  and  Las  Tunas  at  frada 


Costs 


Asphalt  Raving 

6.600' 

t  99.000 

Tunnel  (open  cut) 

140 

195.500 

Bridge 

1 

•9.000 

Fencing 

6,600* 

29.000 

Landscaping 

e 

104,000 

Rest  Area 

i 

44.500 

Subtotal 

IB5DS9& 

*  21% 

117,600 

Total 

WI6.SM 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles 

i 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent 

0 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles 

0 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile 

2 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles 

1 

Jurisdictions:  El  Monta.  Tempi#  City,  Arcadia 


TABLE  4-28.  CENTINELA CREEK  BICVCLE  TRAIL  (1.4  MILES1! 

Route  From  tha  bicycla  trail  along  the  north  sida  of  BeHorta.  cross  to  tha  south  side  of  Cantinala  oast  of  tha  confluence,  over  the  existing 
abandoned  railroad  bridges.  Follow  tha  south  side  of  the  channel  to  tha  east.  Bridge  across  tha  inlet  west  of  Centineta  Ave..  and  tunnel  under 
Cantinala  and  Inglewood  Transition  to  surface  streets  at  Msamer,  and  continue  on  surface  streets  end  railroad  ROW. 


Costs 


Bridge  improvements 

2  brtdfM 

IS" 

*  50,000 

Bridge 

6.500 

Tunnels  (open  cut) 

2 

417.000 

Resurfacing 

3.000- 

9.500 

Fencing 

5.600- 

24.000 

Landscaping 

21  locations 

25,000 

Subtotal 

1533AM 

x  21% 

112,000 

Total 

M45.AM 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adiaoent  0 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  1 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  0 

Shopping  centers  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  2 

Jurisdiction:  Los  Angeles  City 


In*  lufles  0  1  «w»l*  ot  railroad  ROW 


TABLE  4  29  COYOTE  CREEK  (NORTH  END)  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (3.8  MILES) 


Rout *  From  the  propoaad  Coyote  Creek/Nordi  Fork  bicycle  trail,  bridge  ovar  the  North  Fork  Channal,  and  continue  on  tha  north  tida  of 
Coyote  Ciaak.  Ramp  undar  Vallay  V«»,  than  tunnel  under  Artnia,  tha  SPTC  railroad,  Fireatone  and  tha  Santa  Ana  Fwy.  (together). 
Troian  Way,  and  Knott.  Croaa  Waatam  at  grada,  tunnal  banaath  tha  ATSSF  railroad,  Stag)  Rd.,  and  La  Mirada.  Ramp  undar  Roaacranaand 
contmua  north,  leaving  tha  channal  ROW  at  K acting  Drive  for  aooeaa  to  Oahrlngcc  Park. 


Corn. 


Raturfadng 

8,400' 

8  27,000 

Aaphalt  paving 

13,300- 

198,800 

Rampa  (trap,  chan.) 

2 

178.000 

Tunnaie  (open  cut) 

8 

1.868,000 

Bridge 

«80' 

48.000 

Landecapmg 

2  tocatkma 

26,000 

Subtotal 

12. 144, GW 

x  21% 

460.000 

Total 

8^!nr 

Regional  parka  withm  2  mi  let 

0 

Neighborhood  parka  adiacant 

2 

Collegae  and  univaraitiaa  within  2  milaa 

0 

Secondary  achoota  within  1  mile 

0 

Shopping  oentera  and  buainaaa  diatricta  avithm  2  milaa 

0 

Ajnadicbom  Carritot,  Buana  Park.  La  Mirada,  Orange  County 


TABLE  4  30.  EMERALD  WASH  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (1.4  MILES) 

Route:  From  tha  connection  with  the  propound  Live  Oak  Waah  Vail  Payton,  croaa  12th  St.  at  pada,  tunnal  undar  Foothill  Bhrd..  and  croaa 
Emerald  and  Oeaalma  at  grada.  Continue  north  to  Raymond  Drtva  or  to  dia  dahrts  beam. 


Costs 


Aahalt  paving 

7.900' 

S1 18.600 

Tunnal  (open  cut) 

1 

188.800 

Fencing 

7.900' 

33.800 

Landacaplng 

6 

68,000 

Subtotal 

1402.800 

x  21% 

84,800 

Total 

ilM.SU 

Regional  parka  within  2  milaa 

2 

Neighborhood  parka  adjacent 

0 

College  and  univertitiet  within  2  milaa 

1 

Secondary  achool.  within  1  mile 

2 

Shopping  can  tart  and  buainaaa  diatrtcti  within  2  milaa 
Juriadicbon:  LaVarrta 

0 
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CLASS  E  PROJECTS 


Emerald  Wash,  Live  Oak  Wash,  and  Marshall  Creek 
8icycle  Trails 

Los  Cerritos  Bicycle  Trail 

Verdugo  Wash  (Upper  End)  Bicycle  and  Equestrian 
Trails 


frHECSPmtt  Pi cat  B UMK-MOff  TILitiS) 


EMERALD  WASH,  LIVE  OAK  WASH,  AND  A  bicycle  trail  along  this  same  portion  of  the  channel 

MARSHALL  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAILS  would  create  lead-in  paths  to  Crescenta  Valley  Park 

_  (at  Dunsmore)  and  a  pleasant  recreational  trail  along 

The  three  short  channels  lead  north  from  the  Pudding-  y/erdugo  Mountains, 

stone  Recreation  Area  to  the  San  Gabriel  foothills. 

Trails  along  the  lower  ends  of  Marshall  and  Live  Oak 
channels  would  provide  lead-in  routes  for  bicyclists 
from  downtown  and  residential  areas  in  LaVerne  to 
Puddingstone.  Trails  along  the  upper  ends  of  Emerald 
and  Live  Oak  would  provide  routes  from  residential 
areas  to  the  central  LaVerne  area  and  to  LaVerne  Col¬ 
lege.  They  would  also  allow  access  from  residential  areas 
to  the  foothill  canyons  and  to  local  schools  and  parks. 

Live  Oak  and  Thompson  Creek  are  separated  by  only 
about  a  half-mile  along  the  upper  portion  of  Live  Oak 
Wash.  A  connection  on  city  streets  between  the  two 
would  provide  an  improved  bicycle  route  to  Pudding- 
stone  from  the  Claremont  area. 

Because  all  three  channels  have  segments  that  are 
unusable  or  that  can  be  entered  only  along  one  side, 
none  could  provide  more  than  two  miles  of  continuous 
trail. 

There  is  an  existing  equestrian  trail  along  Marshall  Creek 
from  Puddingstone  to  Marshall  Canyon  Park.  Equestrian 
trails  are  not  recommended  on  Emerald  Wash  and  Live 
Oak  Wash  because  of  gaps  which  would  require  the  use 
of  city  streets  and  because  Marshall  Creek  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  Thompson  Creek  trail  would  provide  routes 
through  the  area. 

LOS  CERRITOS  BICYCLE  TRAIL 

The  Los  Cerritos  Channel  was  not  surveyed  as  part  of 
this  study,  and  no  recommendations  are  made  here  as 
to  its  use.  The  City  of  Long  8each,  however,  has  planned 
a  bicycle  route  along  the  channel  as  part  of  its  city  bike 
route  system  (Ref.  4-14).  The  proposed  trail  would 
follow  the  northeast  side  of  the  channel  from  Clark 
Avenue  to  approximately  7th  Street. 

VERDUGOWASH  (UPPER  END)  BICYCLE  AND 
EQUESTRIAN  TRAILS 

An  equestrian  trail  has  been  proposed  along  the  Verdugo 
Wash  from  the  Verdugo  Basin  to  approximately  Boston 
Street.  This  trail  would  form  part  of  the  proposed 
Rim-of-the- Valley  trail  system  (see  page  ).  It  would  pro¬ 
vide  a  major  part  of  the  linkage  between  trails  in  the 
Devil's  Gate  Reservoir  area  and  those  in  the  La  Tuna 
Canyon/Sunland  area. 


486 


TABLE  4  31.  LIVE  OAK  WASH  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (3.9  MILES1) 


Route:  Follow  tha  wait  side  of  tha  channel  from  Puddingstone  Reservoir,  and  tunnel  under  Puddingstone  Driw.  Croat  Park,  die  SPT  RR,  and 
Walnut  at  grade.  Take  B  St.  north  from  this  point  to  Riyton  Rd.  Follow  feyton  east  to  0  St.,  than  re-ant*  tha  channel  ROW  on  tha  watt 
side.  Tunnel  under  Foothill  Blvd.  Crow  Bradford,  Amhe  it.  Bowdotn,  and  William*  at  grade.  Transition  to  turfaea  itraatt  at  Williams  or 
continue  to  tha  debris  basin. 


Corn 


Asphalt  Paving 

9,200 

*138.000 

Tunnels  (open  cut) 

2 

370.500 

Fencing 

13.200 

50,000 

Landscaping 

10 

130.000 

Rest  areas 

1 

44,500 

Subtotal 

1738 !W) 

*  21% 

166,000 

Total 

1664,600 

Regional  parks  within  2  miles  2 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  1 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  1 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  2 

|  Shopping  canters  and  business  districts  within  2  miles  0 

I  Jurisdictions:  San  Dimas,  LaVerna,  Claremont,  Los  Angelas  County 


*  The  3  9  nule  total  distance  includes  0  8  rnile  of  on  street  trail 


TABLE  4  32  MARSHALL  CREEK  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (0.9  MILES) 

Route  Follow  the  west  side  of  the  channel  from  Pudding* tone  Reservoir,  tunneling  under  Puddmgttona  Dr.  Crow  tha  SPT  RR  at  grade  and 
tunnel  under  Arrow.  Continue  north  and  east  to  Wheeler  and  transition  to  city  streets  at  Wheeler 


Costs 

Asphalt  paving  4,760'  S  71,900 

Tunnels  (open  cut)  2  409,000 

Fencing  4.760'  20,000 

Landscaping  4  locations  62,000 

Subtotal  $662,500 

*21%  116,000 
Total 


Regional  parks  within  2  miles  1 

Neighborhood  parks  adjacent  1 

Colleges  and  universities  within  2  miles  1 

Secondary  schools  within  1  mile  0 

Shopping  centers  and  businass  districts  within  2  miles  0 

Jurisdictions  San  Dimas,  LeVerne 


TABLE  4-33*.  VERDUGO  WASH  BICYCLE  TRAIL  (2.1  MILES) 


Routt,  From  tha  Verdugo  Debris  Bain,  enter  dm  Vardugo  Wall  on  Bn  Channtl  (tow  aid  ramp  up  to  the  watt  udr  on  tha  axis  tint  acattt 
Cro,t  Whitina  Woods  M  (rada,  changing  to  die  aatt  aide  of  tiro  channel.  Bridal  acroa  tha  Eagtt  Oiannal  Mat,  and  croa  Naw  York  at 
rada.  Bridaa  acroa  da  Duntmota  Canyon  inlat,  orow  Dunantore  Aa.  a  (rada,  and  bridge  acroa  dtr  acoaa  ramp  wart  of  Duntmota  Aw. 
Transition  to  city  itraatt  at  Boaaon. 


Cota: 

Asphalt  paring  j.300- 

Raaurlacini  |  tBO1 

'  3|2<raa.) 

Fandna  10,000" 

Landanpnip  llocationt 

WWBW 
>  21% 

Total 

Rational  parka  withm  2  milat  1 

Wai^borhood  parka  arljirmt  1 

Codewi  and  unkraraitin  within  2  milat  0 

Saoondary  schools  within  1  mb  3 

Shopphtt  cantata  and  tnninaa  diatrlcta  withm  2  ntila  0 

Jurirdicdon:  (Mandats 


•  49,500 
3.500 
27,000 
42.600 
26,000 
<i4Csoo 

31,000 

ITOCRS 


TABLE  4-33b.  VERDUGO  WASH  EOUESTRIAN  TRAIL  (2.1  MILES) 

Routt:  from  tha  Vardupo  Dafaria  Batin,  an  tar  (a  Verdugo  Wadi  on  tha  thermal  flow  and  ramp  up  to  tha  aat  udt  Croa  Whitmg  Woodt  at 
Vada.  changing  to  tha  Mat  aida  of  tha  chamal.  Croa  Naw  York  aid  Ountmora  Aw.  at  grade  Bridp  to  tha  north  tide  of  tha  channel  nut 
wtt  o(  Boaaon.  Lama  tha  channel  ROW  at  Boaaon  and  trawl  throupi  die  Honolulu  Aw.  imderpaa  to  oonnoct  to  traHt  along  La  Tuna  Canyon 
Rd.  north  ad  tha  Foothill  Fwy. 


Cota: 

Ramp  to  flow  (tart,  chan.) 
Removal  of  asphalt 
Bridge 
Fencing 
Landscaping 
Subtotal 
a  21% 

Total 


1 

S  66.500 

1,500- 

11,600 

35- 

20.000 

12,000- 

61,000 

i  location* 

26,000 

(175,000 

37,000 

bii.Mo 
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CHAPTER  5 

POTENTIAL  NON-TRAIL  PROJECTS 


The  great  potential  for  recreational  use  of  the  LACDA 
system  is  evident  from  the  heavy  use  it  now  receives. 
This  use  occurs  mostly  in  illegal  and  largely  unprevent- 
able  ways,  despite  the  presence  of  fences  and  warning 
signs  and  the  relative  lack  of  aesthetic  and  physical 
improvements  toward  encouraging  use.  The  vast 
amounts  of  open  space  within  the  system  act  as  a  lure 
for  children,  who  frequently  are  seen  netting  fish  in  the 
channels,  improvising  bicycle  motocross  courses  along 
access  roads,  and  wading  in  low-flow  streams.  Access 
roads  often  are  used  as  neighborhood  pathways  by 
children  and  joggers,  and  motorcycles  and  mopeds  are 
commonly  seen  in  the  channels. 

Ideas  for  non  trail  recreational  uses  of  the  LACDA  sys 
tern  are  discussed  in  this  chapter,  with  indications  as  to 
where  they  might  best  be  implemented.  No  attempt  has 
been  made  to  identify  all  possible  project  locations;  the 
great  size  of  the  system  prevented  such  a  detailed  analy¬ 
sis  within  the  scope  of  this  study,  particularly  with 
regard  to  possible  uses  of  the  many  debris  basins  and 
foothill  channels.  The  intent  has  been  to  identify  the 
most  feasible  locations  for  prototypical  projects  in  order 
to  demonstrate  the  concepts  described.  Good  demon¬ 
strations  of  the  potential  of  these  concepts  should 
encourage  proposals  from  local  agencies  most  familiar 
with  possible  sites  for  their  implementation. 

The  following  concepts  are  discussed  in  this  chapter. 

■  Linear  Parks  and  Green  Space  for  Urban 

Neighborhoods 

-  Walking  and  jogging  paths 

-  Small  picnic  areas 

-  Play  areas  for  children 

-  Commercial  facilities  adjacent  to  linear  parkways 

-  Exercise  courses  and  jogging  paths 

-  Neighborhood  gardens 

-  Murals 

■  Potential  Projects  for  Nonlinear  Parks 

-  Natural  riparian  areas 

-  Artificial  streambeds 


-  Lakes  and  ponds 

—  Use  of  dams  in  channels 
—  Lead-in  strips 

-  Parks  in  debris  basins 

■  Nature  Study  and  Wildlife  Conservation 

■  Transportation  Projects 

—  Nonrelational  transportation  projects 

-  T rams  or  mini  buses  for  transportation  to  parks 

■  Skating  and  Skateboarding 

■  Hostels  and  Campgrounds 

■  Use  of  the  Channel  Floor  for  Court  Games 

■  Motorcycle  Use  and  Bicycle  Motocross  Courses 

■  Air  Rights 

LINEAR  PARKS  AND  GREEN  SPACE  FOR  URBAN 
NEIGHBORHOODS 

The  Los  Angeles  metropolitan  area  contains  many 
densely  populated  residential  neighborhoods,  which 
often  have  very  little  usable  open  space.  Landscaping 
of  yards  and  around  apartment  buildings  is  discontinu 
ous  and  usually  decorative  in  nature;  it  seldom  provides 
spaces  that  lend  themselves  to  active  or  passive  recre¬ 
ational  uses.  This  is  particularly  true  of  areas  with  a 
large  number  of  apartment  buildings.  If  the  local  neigh¬ 
borhood  park  is  more  than  a  few  blocks  away,  the  only 
place  available  for  a  leisurely  walk  may  be  sidewalks 
along  busy  streets  or  through  commercial  districts. 

Many  of  the  flood  channels  in  the  LACDA  system  pass 
through  residential  areas  and  have  ample  space  within 
their  rights-of-way  for  linear  parks  that  would  serve  as 
additions  to  the  neighborhood  park  system.  Such  linear 
strips  would  be  relatively  narrow  for  most  of  their 
length  { 15  to  30  feet  on  each  side  of  the  channel)  and 
would  provide  paths  for  walking  8nd  jogging.  There  are 
occasional  wide  spaces  along  the  channel  rights-of-way, 
usually  near  street  crossings,  that  are  large  enough  for 
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shaded,  grassy  areas.  These  might  be  provided  with  a 
picnic  table  or  bench  and  a  water  fountain,  or  simply  a 
shaded  slope  that  would  be  inviting  to  a  reader. 

Linear  parks  would  also  provide  excellent  instructional 
play  areas  for  neighborhood  children,  particularly  in 
densely  populated  areas  where  vacant  lots  and  other 
traditionally  used  open  spaces  are  rapidly  disappearing. 
The  channel  rights-of-way  already  are  used  extensively 
by  children  for  this  purpose.  Since  they  are  separated 
from  traffic,  they  provide  safe  play  areas. 

Linear  parks  would  provide  aesthetic  benefits  to  the 
adjacent  communities  through  the  addition  of  green 
space  and  vertical  landscape  form.  Tall  trees  such  as 
eucalyptuses,  sycamores,  and  pines  would  relieve  the 
visual  monotony  of  wide  expanses  of  apartment  build¬ 
ings  and  would  contribute  to  the  definition  of  adjacent 
neighborhood  spaces. 

Such  green  strips  need  not  be  elaborate.  For  most  of 
their  length,  they  would  contain  only  a  path  and  shrubs 
or  trees,  with  an  occasional  bench  or  water  fountain. 
Wide  spots  along  the  right-of-way  would  be  given  some¬ 
what  more  elaborate  treatment,  and  a  few  specially- 
selected  areas  would  be  developed  as  mini-parks.  Lawn 
areas,  murals  on  the  channel  walls  or  on  bridge  struc¬ 
tures,  attractive  paving,  and  perhaps  cantilevered  sec¬ 
tions  extending  over  part  of  the  flood  channel  to 
■ncrease  the  available  space  -  all  could  be  features  of 
these  mini-parks.  Special  facilities  such  as  exercise 
courses,  skating  rinks,  bicycle  paths,  equestrian  trails, 
and  neighborhood  gardens  would  be  provided  in  appro¬ 
priate  locations. 

The  plan  from  Los  Angeles  River  Prototype  Park,  pre¬ 
pared  bv  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  for  the 
Griffith  Park  area  (Ref  5  1 ),  is  an  example  of  a  mini¬ 
park  development  that  could  be  applied  to  locations 
selected  for  more  elaborate  treatment. 

Commercial  Facilities  Adjacent  to  Linear  Parkways 

Whenever  possible,  lineai  parks  would  be  located  to  pro 
vide  walkways  from  residential  areas  to  neighborhood 
stores  or  shopping  centers.  In  places  where  commercial 
facilities  arc  located  adjacent  to  the  Hood  channel, 
owners  might  cooperate  in  the  development  of  the  paths 
by  providing  entrances  from  the  linear  park  to  their 
businesses.  Patios,  seating  areas,  or  outdoor  cafe  facili¬ 
ties  for  walkway  or  trail  users  might  also  be  provided. 


While  this  concept  is  promising  in  theory,  few  locations 
were  found  during  the  channel  survey  that  seemed  to 
offer  much  potential  for  this  type  of  development.  (See 
subsection  on  possible  locations  further  in  this  chapter.) 
The  areas  in  back  of  stores  and  shopping  centers  seldom 
have  much  potential  for  aesthetic  improvement.  The 
spaces  between  stores  and  channels  are  usually  used  as 
alleys  or  for  truck  deliveries,  refuse  bins,  parking,  or  for 
other  essential  functions  that  would  conflict  with  com 
mercial  or  recreational  uses.  Appropriate  combinations 
of  suitable  rear  commercial  spaces  and  channels  with 
potential  for  trail  or  walkway  development  are  rare. 

Exercise  Courses  and  Jogging  Paths 

Exercise  courses,  or  "Vita  Courses,"  such  as  the 
Thompson  Creek  course  in  Claremont,  could  be  devel 
oped  along  with  jogging  paths.  These  facilities  would  be 
in  keeping  with  the  trend  toward  better  physical  fitness 
and  would  be  especially  useful  to  apartment  dwellers 
with  limited  exercise  space.  The  jogging  paths  would 
provide  safer  routes  for  running  than  commonly  used 
city  streets. 

Neighborhood  Gardens 

The  space  available  for  vegetable  gardens  in  urban  areas 
is  usually  quite  limited.  The  success  of  public  gardens 
such  as  the  one  at  Wattles  Park  in  Los  Angeles  indicates 
a  need  for  such  areas.  Locations  suitable  for  gardening 
might  be  limited,  since  good  soils  would  be  required. 

The  soils  along  many  flood  channels  are  heavily  dis¬ 
turbed  and  compacted,  and  considerable  amendment 
would  be  required  in  many  places  to  make  them  usable. 

Murals 

Although  channel  walls  would  provide  good  surfaces  for 
murals,  they  generally  cannot  be  seen  well  from  outside 
the  channel  right-of-way.  The  most  common  views  of 
the  walls  are  from  streets  that  cross  the  channel,  and 
these  would  be  poor  locations  for  viewing  murals.  There¬ 
fore,  murals  generally  would  be  practical  only  when  used 
in  conjunction  with  other  activities  planned  for  the 
channel  right  of-way,  such  as  linear  parks  or  bicycle 
paths.  In  places  where  such  activities  will  occur,  murals 
on  the  channel  walls  would  do  much  to  relieve  the  poten¬ 
tially  negative  visual  impact  of  the  channels. 


Murals  at  neighborhood  facilities  such  as  linear  parks 
might  be  done  by  classes  from  local  schools  or  by  local 
groups.  Such  neighborhood  participation  would  encour 
age  a  sense  of  local  identity  with  the  project  and  would 
serve  as  a  source  of  neighborhood  pride.  These  factors 
might  help  to  discourage  vandalism.  Guidelines  and 
artistic  advisors  might  be  provided  to  help  local  groups 
with  mural  projects. 

At  regional  facilities  such  as  large  parks,  heavily  used 
sections  of  regional  trail,  or  hostels,  murals  should  be  of 
high  quality  in  keeping  with  both  the  standards  of  the 
regional  facilities  and  of  well  known  street  art  in  the 
Los  Angeles  area  (Ref  5  2).  Sources  of  talent  for  mural 
projects  might  include  the  Performing  Tree  program  in 
the  City  of  Los  Angeles  and  the  Artist-in-Residence  pro 
gram  administered  by  the  California  Arts  Council  in 
Sacramento.  The  Artist  in  Residence  program  receives 
matching  federal  funds  for  local  projects. 

Possible  Locations 

The  Los  Angeles  River  right-of-way  between  Radford 
Street  and  Sepulveda  Boulevard  provides  the  best  oppor 
tunity  within  the  channel  system  for  demonstrating  the 
potential  of  the  linear  park  concept.  Both  single-  and 
multiple  family  houses  are  adjacent  to  the  channel  for 
much  of  its  length.  In  most  places,  adjacent  single¬ 
family  homes  are  separated  from  the  channel  by  slopes 
or  by  Valleyheart  Dnve,  which  would  prevent  privacy 
•  onflicts.  7  here  are  heavy  concentrations  of  apartment 
buildinys  and  condominiums  throughout  the  adjacent 
irea.  Much  of  the  channel  right-of-way  along  this  length 
of  the  nve:  ;s  quite  wide,  and  there  are  several  large 
open  spaces  where  special  facilities  such  as  exercise 
courses,  mini  park',,  or  skating  rinks  could  be  located. 

A  major  commercial  strip  along  Ventura  Boulevard 
parallels  the  channel  for  this  portion  of  its  length;  it 
lies  adjacent  to  the  channel  between  Whitsett  Avenue 
and  Coldwater  Canyon.  The  linear  park  would  serve  as 
a  walkway  from  residential  areas  north  of  the  channel 
to  'hese  stores  and  businesses.  This  function  would  be 
Liohtated  if  tunnels  or  overpasses  were  provided  at  the 
liusy  streets  that  cross  the  channel.  At  the  Gaslight 
Alley  shopping  center  between  Whitsett  Avenue  and 
Coldwater  Canyon  Avenue,  the  walkway  could  be 
linked  with  the  shopping  center  by  providing  an  attrac 
tively  landscaped  entrance  and  extending  The  existing 
outdoor  dming  area  toward  the  channel  There  are  also 
'emus  courts  on  both  sides  of  the  channel  in  this  area. 


Exercise  courses  located  near  any  of  the  large  apartm’ 
buildings  along  the  channel  probably  would  be  used  '• 
quently  if  they  were  in  attiactive  settings.  A  irqgir.ci  .  t 
would  also  be  popular,  since  many  streets  in  tin  an  .' 
carry  heavy  traffic. 

The  Tujunga  Wash  also  provides  an  opportunity  foi 
linear  park  development,  particularly  between  Laurel 
Canyon  Boulevard  and  Vanowen  Street.  The  northern 
and  southern  parts  of  This  distance  would  extend  the 
existing  greenbelt  area  and  would  include  the  commer 
cial  2one  at  the  Whitsett/Riverside  intersection  and  the 
shopping  center  north  of  Ethel  Street.  The  channel 
right-of-way  is  about  fifty  feet  wide  on  both  sides  for 
most  of  this  length,  and  there  are  large  amounts  of  spate 
available  that  would  be  suitable  for  a  varie'y  of  uses. 

Single-  and  multiple- family  housing  lies  adjacent  ro  the 
channel  tor  much  of  this  distance  and  is  generally  on 
grade  with  the  right  of  way.  The  absence  of  planted 
slopes  along  the  sides  of  the  right-of-way  makes  the 
access  area  generally  less  appealing  than  that  along  the 
Los  Angeles  River;  it  also  increases  the  likelihood  e! 
conflicts  with  channel  neighbors. 

A  third  possible  location  for  a  hr.-ja*  park  is  die  Verdug- 
Wash  from  Whiting  Woods  Road  to  New  York  Avenue. 
Since  all  of  the  homes  along  this  length  c;  channel  are 
single  family,  the  project  wouM  not  serve  us  •  vs  .toy  peo¬ 
ple  as  those  channels  adjacent  apartm*-.  :.ci  •;  ;t\ei 
There  is  also  less  of  a  need  for  a  pad-  way  i,"  this  'oca 
lion,  since  the  area  is  not  heavily  tub  im/cd  ‘I  right 
of  way,  however,  would  provide  a  pleasant  meal  ion  for 
a  walkway.  It  lies  along  the  c-o  of  the  Verduoo  HM; 
and  leads  t.;  Crest  en'.a  Vh'hcv  2  m 

Other  possible  locations  ‘o<  i;r-'v.-  pud  s  •••••■-  <'■■■:  f.du  . 
Wash  from  Ga,  ib.'.ldi  Avenue  1  ■  (Y'ifo-.  i.»  Somov  -'id 
and  Aliso  Creek  f*om  Ratirrv  Sot-"  *  -  Re 

Boulevard. 

Stores  oi  shopping  centers  that  nave  potential  for 
recreational  or  commerna1  linkaqe  to  linear  ;.ruktva\„ 
include  those  in  the  fed***  'u.,  'oc 

r  Los  Angeles  River 

—  Gaslight  Alley  shopping  center,  between  Whitsett 
Avenue  and  Coldwater  Canyon  Avenue  (discussed 

above) 

—  From  Tujunga  Avenue  "  is*  in  Arrh  Pt 

-  t  .iqunu  Dunn,  uu-i  •  i . n  m  r 
of  l  l  St’unndo  Ijt-.il'-vanl 
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Natural  Riparian  Areas 


Murals  should  be  located  in  places  where  they  would 
enhance  right  of  way  developments  most,  such  as 
regional  trails  and  linear  parks,  and  where  they  would 
be  seen  by  the  greatest  number  of  people.  When  heavily 
traveled  segments  of  trails  must  be  placed  on  the  chan¬ 
nel  floor  for  a  significant  distance,  a  mural  on  the  wall 
near  the  ramp  to  the  floor  might  reduce  the  negative 
reaction  the  rider  might  have  toward  descending  into 
the  channel.  For  this  reason,  murals  might  be  located 
in  the  Los  Angeles  River  —  north  of  Downey,  between 
the  Golden  State  Freeway  and  Figueroa,  south  of 
Barham  Boulevard,  or  north  of  the  Hollywood  Freeway  — 
and  in  the  Laguna  Dominguez  channel  west  of  Vermont 
and  north  of  Redondo  Beach  at  El  Camino  College.  In 
order  to  promote  awareness  of  and  interest  in  the  trails, 
these  murals  should  be  placed  so  they  can  be  seen  from 
the  crossing  streets. 

Smaller  channels  such  as  Hay,  Winery,  and  Dunsmuir 
might  be  covered  to  provide  space  for  neighborhood 
walkways. 

POTENTIAL  PROJECTS  FOR  NONLINEAR  PARKS 

There  are  at  least  fifty  parks  in  the  Los  Angeles  area 
that  have  some  potential  for  making  use  of  a  flood  chan¬ 
nel,  thereby  augmenting  park  activities.  The  channel 
maps  in  Appendix  1  indicate  parks  that  are  adjacent  to 
the  channels  surveyed. 

Channels  can  be:  converted  to  artificial  or  natural 
streambeds,  dammed  or  tapped  to  provide  water  for 
wading,  swimming,  fishing,  or  boating,  and  used  as 
lead  in  strips  to  improve  access  from  adjacent  neighbor 
hoods.  New  parks  could  be  created  in  some  debris  basins, 
and  spreading  grounds  could  be  used  as  fishing  ponds. 

Lakes,  Ponds,  Artificial  Streambeds,  and  Natural 
Riparian  Areas 

In  the  dry  chmatP  of  Southern  California,  the  sight  and 
sound  of  water  can  add  greatly  to  the  recreational  experi 
ence  that  a  park  offers.  Natuial  riparian  areas  that 
existed  before  channel  construction  offered  patk  like 
settings  that  determined  the  siting  of  many  parks  that 
now  lie  along  channels.  The  channelized  streams  m  these 
parks  frequently  represent  a  resource  that  could  be 
recovered  by  ie$toring  the  streambeds  to  a  more  natural 
appearance,  or  by  creating  lakes  or  ponds  for  park  use. 


In  some  places  where  a  relatively  small  channel  passes 
through  a  park  and  the  topography  provides  sufficient 
flood  protection,  the  concrete  channel  could  be 
removed,  and  the  natural  riparian  area  could  be 
allowed  to  recover.  Very  few  natural  streambeds 
remain  in  populated  areas  of  the  Los  Angeles  Basin. 
Restoration  of  a  few  sections  of  stream  to  a  more  natu¬ 
ral  condition,  even  in  limited  park  settings,  would  reac 
quaint  urban  dwellers  with  the  richness  of  the  riparian 
habitat.  It  would  also  provide  an  alternative  to  the  more 
formal  urban  park  with  lawns  and  irrigated  landscaping. 
Walnut  Creek  Park  near  Puddingstone  is  a  goad  exam¬ 
ple  of  a  riparian  area  that  has  been  retained  in  a  rela¬ 
tively  natural  condition  in  an  otherwise  developed 
environment. 

Removal  of  a  flood  channel  for  creation  of  a  natural, 
riparian  area  would  be  done  only  in  parks  that  already 
have  a  relatively  natural  setting.  Extensive  restoration 
of  the  soil  might  be  required  in  many  places  after 
removal  of  the  concrete. 

Artificial  Streambeds  With  a  Natural  Appearance 

In  parks  with  a  less  natural  setting  that  have  relatively 
small  channels  passing  through  them,  an  artificial 
streambed  could  be  created  that  would  provide  flood 
protection  yet  would  have  a  more  natural  appearance. 
As  was  done  in  Buena  Vista  Park  in  Burbank,  such 
streambeds  would  have  wide  grass  benches  with  artifi- 
cia1  rock  ledges  that  would  restrain  flood  level  flows. 
They  would  have  a  much  more  aesthetic  appearance 
than  conventional  flood  channels  and  would  add  con 
siderably  to  the  aesthetic  quality  of  most  parks.  They 
would  have  little  resemblance  to  natural  r  parian  zones 
in  California  but  would  be  more  in  context  with  the 
urban  settings  of  most  of  the  area's  pai  .s. 

Lakes  and  Pom  Is 

Some  spreading  grounds  could  be  developed  as  parks, 
with  ponds  for  fishing,  wildlife  conservation,  wading 
(where  water  quality  permits),  or  aesthetic  enhance¬ 
ment  Ponds  might  also  be  built  adjacent  to  flood  chan 
nels  in  parks  where  the  topography  peimits.  While  the 
channel  itself  would  not  be  used  in  this  case,  the  low 
flow  stream  would  be  diverted  to  make  use  of  the 
water.  The  "Fishing  Hole"  on  Walnut  Creek  was  created 
by  diverting  low  flows  from  the  adjacent  channel. 
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Inflatable  dam*  and  itructural  modification*  to  channel  tide* 
could  be  employed  to  integrate  channel*  into  adjacent  park* 
for  wading,  boating,  or  twimming. 


Use  of  Dams  in  Channels 

Sections  of  channel  lying  within  parks  could  be  dammed 
at  both  ends,  using  inflatable  rubber  dams,  to  provide 
water  for  recreational  uses.  According  to  the  manufac 
turer  of  the  inflatable  dams  currently  used  in  the 
LACDA  system,  N.M.  Imbertson  and  Associates  of  Bur¬ 
bank,  such  dams  easily  could  be  made  at  least  14  feet 
high.  This  would  allow  use  of  the  full  depth  of  most 
channels.  The  ponds  created  could  be  used  for  swim 
ming  or  wading  in  places  where  the  water  quality  is 
sufficiently  high.  (Water  from  municipal  sources  would 
be  used  in  other  cases.)  The  use  of  some  kinds  of  boats. 
such  as  paddleboats  or  canoes,  would  be  possible  in 
some  larger  channels.  Model  boating  also  could  be  done 
in  the  channels.  Generally  the  ponds  could  be  used  in 
various  ways  as  water  features  for  the  aesthetic  enhance 
ment  of  parks. 

Though  the  expense  would  be  high,  channels  could  be 
completely  integrated  into  parks  by  using  the  bottom 
few  feet  to  hold  dammed  water  and  altering  the  top 
portion  of  one  or  both  sides  to  step  the  side  back  in 
several  broad  benches,  ending  some  distance  from  the 
channel.  These  benches  could  be  covered  with  grass  or 
attractive  paving  patterns.  A  trapezoidal  channel  piob 
ably  would  be  preferable  for  such  a  treatment. 

The  possibility  of  damming  a  large  channel  for  use  as  a 
collegiate  or  Olympic  rowing  course  was  considered  by 
the  City  of  Los  Angeles  but  rejected  as  impracticable. 
The  channels  are  not  wide  enough,  not  straight  for  suf 
ficiently  long  stretches,  and  would  have  too  great  a  fall 
over  the  7,200  meter  length  of  the  course. 

Lead  in  Strips 

Easy  access  from  the  surrounding  neighborhood  is  usu 
ally  a  basic  requirement  for  a  successful  park.  In  many 
cases  where  channels  are  adjacent  to  parks,  the  channel 
right-of  way  could  serve  as  a  lead-in  strip  to  the  park. 
These  strips  would  extend  the  park  into  the  neighbor 
hood,  improve  pedestrian  access  in  some  cases,  and 
increase  neighborhood  identification  with  the  park. 

The  degree  to  which  a  lead  in  strip  along  a  channel 
would  improve  access  would  vary  a  great  deal.  A  land¬ 
scaped  greenbelt  generally  would  provide  a  more  pie  is 
ant  route  to  a  park  than  sidewalks  along  city  streets. 

In  some  cases,  the  route  along  the  channel  would  br 
more  direct  and  safer.  Fewer  street  crossings  would  be 
required,  since  many  smaller  streets  do  not  cress  the 
channel.  However,  unless  tunnels  or  overpasses  were 
provided,  it  usually  would  be  necessary  tocioss  the 


same  major  streets.  In  some  cases,  these  crossing  would 
be  more  difficult  for  pedestrians  using  the  channel 
right-of-way,  because  they  would  occur  at  midblock. 

In  most  cases  there  would  be  little  benefit  to  having 
lead-in  strips  more  than  a  few  blocks  long  unless  tun¬ 
nels  or  overpasses  were  included  to  provide  an  uninter¬ 
rupted  route. 

The  possible  use  of  trams  or  minibuses  to  provide  neigh¬ 
borhood  transportation  to  parks  along  channel  rights-of- 
way  is  discussed  below  (see  "Transportation"). 

Parks  in  Debris  Basins 

Debris  basins  contain  large  amounts  of  land  that  often 
lie  in  scenic  foothill  canyons.  The  basins  themselves  are 
cleared  of  debris  and  vegetation  periodically,  though 
generally  on  an  infrequent  basis;  therefore,  they  are 
unusable  for  most  purposes  other  than  their  flood  con¬ 
trol  function.  There  is,  however,  a  strip  of  land  around 
the  rim  of  each  basin  that  remains  relatively  undisturbed 
and  is  available  for  uses  such  as  park  development. 

Most  of  the  basins  lie  in  relatively  undeveloped  areas 
and  would  be  used  most  appropriately  for  wildlife  con 
servation  or  nature  study,  as  discussed  below.  Small 
park  areas  might  be  provided  along  adjacent  roads  or  at 
the  entrances  to  these  basins,  but  these  should  be  lim¬ 
ited  facilities  that  would  not  interfere  with  their  conser¬ 
vation  functions. 

Some  basins  are  adjacent  to  residentially  developed 
areas  and  have  adequate  land  around  the  perimeter  to 
provide  small  neighborhood  parks  In  most  cases,  these 
parks  would  lie  unattractive  and  therefore  unusable 
for  a  period  of  time  following  cleaning  operations 
before  regrowth  occurred.  Usually,  however,  they  would 
provide  pleasant  settings  and  attractive  views  for  neigh 
borhood  uses. 

Possible  Locations 

The  Arroyo  Seco  is  one  of  the  major  recreational 
resources  of  the  Los  Angeles  Basin.  There  are  significant 
opportunities  for  adding  to  the  recreational  potential  of 
parts  of  the  Arroyo  through  modification  of  the  chan¬ 
nel  to  create  natural  riparian  areas  and  artificial  stream- 
beds  that  would  enhance  the  existing  parks  in  the  area. 

A  master  plan  is  currently  being  prepared  for  the  upper 
portion  of  the  Arroyo  Seco  by  the  City  of  Pasadena. 

The  nature  and  intensity  of  future  development  along 
certain  parts  of  the  channel  are  not  now  known.  Most 


of  the  land  adjacent  to  the  east  side  of  the  channel  has 
been  developed  for  medium-to-high  intensity  recre 
ational  use,  including  neighborhood  and  regional  parks, 
athletic  fields,  golf  courses,  and  the  Rose  Bowl. 

Lower  Arroyo  Park  between  San  Pasqual  Avenue  and 
Holly  Street  remains  relatively  undeveloped.  There  is 
strong  sentiment  for  allowing  this  part  of  the  Arroyo 
to  remain  undeveloped,  and  for  restoring  parts  of  the 
park  to  a  more  natural  condition.  Such  restoration 
would  be  enhanced  greatly  by  removing  the  concrete 
flood  channel  in  a  portion  of  this  area  and  reestablish¬ 
ing  a  natural  riparian  zone. 

It  appears  that  the  section  of  channel  from  La  Loma 
Road  to  Colorado  Boulevard  could  be  removed.  This 
section  would  connect  to  the  existing  unchanneled 
area  north  of  Colorado  Boulevard,  which  is  about  1,500 
feet  long.  A  hydraulic  study  would  be  necessary  to 
establish  the  feasibility  of  returning  the  streambed  to  a 
natural  condition.  However,  the  walls  of  the  gorge  are 
high  along  both  sides  of  the  Lower  Arroyo  Park,  and  it 
does  not  appear  that  removal  of  the  channel  would 
create  a  flood  hazard. 

North  of  this  area,  Brookside  Park  lies  between  Lower 
Arroyo  Park  and  the  Rose  Bowl.  There  are  athletic 
fields,  tennis  courts,  and  a  swimming  pool  at  Brookside 
Park  as  well  as  open  parkland.  Activity  is  much  more 
intense  in  this  area  than  in  the  Lower  Arroyo  Park.  A 
pleasant,  parklike  strip  could  be  created  here  -  west  of 
Arroyo  Boulevard  in  the  area  occupied  by  the  channel  — 
by  restructuring  the  channel  to  create  an  artificial 
streambed  with  a  more  natural  appearance.  This  type  of 
conversion  was  effected  at  Buena  Vista  Park. 

Other  locations  that  might  he  considered  for  Buena 
Vista-type  projects  are  Ganesha  Park  (San  Jose  Creek), 
Descanso  Gardens  (Winery  Canyon),  and  Almansor  Park 
(San  Pasqual  Creek).  At  Glendora  Sports  Park,  a  stream 
could  be  run  through  the  park  by  tapping  the  low-flow 
from  the  adjacent  channel  (San  Dimas  Wash)  without 
altering  the  channel  significantly. 

The  confluence  of  the  San  Pasqual  and  Alhambra  chan 
nets  in  Almansor  Park  might  be  restructured  to  create  a 
series  of  ponds  for  wading  or  for  aesthetic  enhancement 
of  the  park.  Concrete  and  wooden  decks  and  walls 
could  be  built  around  the  ponds  to  integrate  the  channel 
confluence  into  the  park.  North  of  this  point,  the  por¬ 
tion  of  San  Pasqual  Creek  that  runs  through  the  park 
would  be  restructured  into  an  artificial  streambed.  This 
might  also  be  done  at  the  confluences  of  other  channels. 


Pioneer  Park  in  El  Monte  lies  adjacent  to  the  Rio  Hondo 
channel.  The  channel  here  could  be  incorporated  into 
the  park  by  damming  it  at  the  south  and  north  ends  of 
the  park.  This  would  provide  water  for  a  wading  pond 
and  perhaps  for  other  activities  such  as  paddleboating. 
The  opposite  bank  of  the  channel  would  be  landscaped 
to  extend  the  park  visually  across  the  channel.  Access 
would  be  provided  down  the  east  trapezoidal  wall  using 
attractive  paving  patterns  and  concrete  and  grass  benches 
in  the  wall. 

A  similar  use  of  dams  could  be  considered  at  places 
along  the  Arroyo  Seco  Park  between  Avenue  43  and 
the  northern  Pasadena  Avenue  crossing,  at  Cerritos 
Park  on  Coyote  Creek,  and  at  the  west  end  of  the 
Sepulveda  Basin  on  the  Los  Angeles  River. 

Spreading  grounds  that  could  be  considered  for  fishing 
ponds  or  other  park  uses  include  the  Forbes  Spreading 
Basin  on  San  Dimas  Wash  (adjacent  to  Glendora  Sports 
Park)  and  Eaton  Wash  Spreading  Grounds.  The  "Fishing 
Hole"  at  the  Walnut  Creek  Spreading  Grounds  could  be 
improved  into  a  pleasant  neighborhood  park. 

The  east  and  north  sides  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  from 
Fletcher  Drive  to  the  Burbank  Studios  could  be  devel 
oped  as  lead-in  strips  to  Griffith  Park.  Tunnels  would 
be  needed  to  cross  under  Los  Feliz  Boulevard  and  the 
Ventura  Freeway  (west  of  Riverside  Drive),  and  tunnels 
or  overpasses  would  be  needed  to  cross  from  the  channel 
into  the  park.  If  these  tunnels  or  overpasses  were  pro¬ 
vided,  the  lead-in  strip  greatly  would  improve  access  to 
Griffith  Park  from  the  north  and  east.  These  areas  are 
now  separated  from  the  park  by  freeways  and  the  flood 
channel. 

The  Los  Angeles  River  right  of-way  could  also  be  used 
as  a  lead  in  strip  to  the  Sepulveda  Basin  from  the  west. 
Other  potential  lead  in  strips  are  listed  in  Table  5  1. 

The  Lincoln  Debris  Basin  on  Altadena  channel  has  sev¬ 
eral  acres  of  land  fronting  on  Loma  Alta  Drive  that 
would  make  a  prime  addition  to  Loma  Alta  Park,  which 
is  adjacent  to  the  basin  on  the  west.  There  is  an  excel 
lent  view  of  the  foothills  from  this  land,  and  interpre¬ 
tive  displays  might  be  provided  explaining  the  geology 
and  vegetation  of  the  surrounding  bajada  area. 

The  Wilbur  Avenue  Debris  Basin  at  the  Aliso  Creek/' 
Limekiln  Creek  confluence  might  also  be  considered 
for  development  as  a  neighborhood  park. 


Channel 

TABLE  5-1 

POTENTIAL  LEAD  IN  STRIPS  ALONG  CHANNELS 

Park 

Thoma  Guide 

Map  Number 

t  os  Angeles  River 

Cudahy  Park 

59.  02 

Crystal  Park 

35.  E4 

Eiysian  Village  Recreation  Center 

35.  D3 

Griffith  Park 

25.  A4 

Buena  Vista  Park 

24.  C3 

Weddington  Park 

23.  E4 

Sepulveda  Basin  (from  west) 

14.  F5 

Bell  Creek 

Mae  Boyar  Park 

5.  E4 

Aliso  Creek 

Northridge  Park 

7,  C3 

Tujunga  Wash 

Moorpark  Park 

23.  C3 

Eaton  Wash 

Eaton-Blanche  Park 

27.  F4 

Orange  Grove  Blvd.  Park 

27.  F2 

Santa  Anita  Wash 

Eisenhower  Park 

28,  E4 

Sawpit  Wash 

Pamela  Park 

29,  B6 

Walnut  Creek 

Orangewood  Park 

48.  F2 

Big  Dalton  Wash 

Central  Park 

39.  E5 

South  Hills  Park 

89.  61 

San  Dimas  Wash 

Hollenbeck  Park 

88.  E3 

Gladstone  Park 

89.  C2 

G  endora  Sports  Park 

89.  D1 

San  Jose  Creek 

Kellogg  Park 

93.  F2 

Thompson  Creek 

L  A.  County  Fairgrounds 

90.  05 

Coyote  Creek 

Lee  Ware  Park 

81,  B5 

Cerritos  Regional  Park 

81,  C2 

Bettencourt  Park 

81.  D1 

McComber  Park 

83.  B4 

Compton  Creek 

Ramon  Gonzalez  Park 

64,  D2 

Laguna  Dominguez 

Alondra  Park 

63.  B4 

Imperial  Park 

57.  B5 

NATURE  STUDY  AND  WILDLIFE  CONSERVATION  Flood  Basin,  Hansen  Dam,  the  Chatsworth  Reservoir, 

,  along  the  upper  San  Gabriel  River,  and  near  the  mouth 

I  he  LACDA  flood  control  system,  including  reservoirs,  0f  Ba||ona  Creek 

flood  basins,  spreading  grounds,  debris  basins,  and  flood 

channels,  contains  a  large  percentage  of  the  open  space  During  the  channel  survey,  rabbits,  squirrels  and  snakes 
and  habitat  area  remaining  in  the  urbanized  regions  of  vvere  seen  in  channel  rights-of-way.  Birds  are  also  com- 

the  Los  Angeles  Basin.  The  system  supports  large  areas  mon  jn  and  around  the  channe)s,  ,n  ,hoS€  reaches  Df  the 

of  vegetation  and  provides  habitats  for  a  variety  of  wild-  Los  Angeles  a(ld  San  Gabrie,  Rivers  that  have  unpaved 

life.  It  includes  portions  of  Significant  Ecological  Areas  bottoms,  large  amounts  of  riparian  vegetation  exist.  Fish 

(see  Figure  6)  at  the  Whittier  Narrows,  the  Santa  Fe  are  common  jn  the  channels,  and  on  several  occasions 
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during  the  survey,  children  were  seen  netting  them.  A 
school  of  several  hundred  goldfish  and  carp,  many  four 
to  six  inches  in  length,  was  seen  in  a  completely  paved 
section  of  the  Los  Angeles  River. 

The  system  serves  an  important  function  by  providing 
habitats  for  wildlife  in  the  urban  area.  This  function 
will  increase  in  significance  as  open  space  continues  to 
diminish  in  the  basin.  Wildlife  sanctuaries  exist  or  are 
planned  at  a  number  of  reservoirs  and  spreading  grounds. 
This  should  be  encouraged  in  other  similar  places,  but 
consideration  should  also  be  given  to  making  maximum 
use  of  the  large  amounts  of  land  available  within  the 
channel  rights-of-way.  Since  secondary  uses  such  as 
trails  are  planned  for  these  rights-of-way,  the  plants 
selected  for  landscaping  should  be  those  that  provide 
food  and  habitat  for  birds  and  other  small  wildlife. 
Special  nesting  structures  built  under  bridges  might 
attract  a  wider  variety  of  birds  than  the  pigeons  usually 
found  there. 

The  upper  San  Gabriel  River  between  the  Santa  Fe 
Flood  Basin  and  the  upper  end  of  the  San  Gabriel  Can¬ 
yon  Spreading  Grounds  is  very  rich  in  ecological 
resources.  Therefore,  it  should  be  maintained  to  pre¬ 
serve  the  rare  vegetative  community  that  exists  there 
and  the  wildlife  it  supports.  The  Tujunga  and  Rio 
Hondo  Spreading  Grounds  also  contain  ecological 
resources  that  should  be  preserved.  A  wildlife  sanctuary 
is  planned  for  the  Rio  Hondo  Spreading  Grounds.  The 
Bixby  Slough  south  of  the  Lakewood  Country  Club  in 
Long  Beach  also  has  potential  for  a  wilderness  area. 

Debris  basins  in  the  foothills  provide  valuable  habitat 
area  for  wildlife.  Some  of  these  basins  contain  ponds 
that  serve  as  resting  and  feeding  spots  for  migrating 
birds.  Since  the  basins  are  cleared  of  debris  and  vegeta¬ 
tion  periodically,  the  land  around  the  periphery  of  the 
site,  outside  the  basin  itself,  is  of  the  most  value  for 
habitat  areas.  Procedures  should  be  developed  for  man¬ 
aging  these  areas  so  as  to  encourage  their  use  by  wildlife. 
Holes  should  be  provided  in  fences  in  areas  that  are  not 
easily  accessible  from  roads  in  order  to  allow  wildlife 
to  use  the  water  in  the  basins.  Nature  study  facilities 
might  be  included  at  some  of  these  basins,  since  the 
foothill  areas  are  rich  in  points  of  geological  and  bio¬ 
logical  interest. 

Most  of  the  debris  basins  have  some  value  as  wildlife 
sanctuaries.  Of  particular  interest,  however,  are  the 
L  ittle  Dalton  Debris  Basin  and  the  Big  Dalton  Debris 
Basin  and  Spreading  Grounds.  Both  of  these  facilities 


have  lakes,  and  both  are  bordered  by  the  San  Dimas 
Experimental  Forest,  which  would  act  as  a  buffer  area 
for  the  sanctuaries. 

The  assistance  of  qualified  naturalists  and  biologists 
should  be  sought  in  determining  those  parts  of  the 
LACDA  system  that  have  the  most  potential  for  conser 
vation  uses,  as  well  as  the  methods  through  which  this 
potential  can  best  be  used. 

TRANSPORTATION 

Non- Recreational  Transportation  Projects 

The  potential  of  the  flood  channel  system  to  provide 
corridors  for  mass  transit  systems  or  other  transporta¬ 
tion  needs  has  long  been  recognized.  The  channel  rights 
of-way  constitute  an  in-place  network  of  potential  routes, 
already  paid  for  to  a  large  degree,  that  could  link  most 
major  parts  of  the  region. 

A  number  of  suggestions  have  been  made  concerning 
possible  transportation  uses  of  the  LACDA  system. 
Since  the  focus  of  this  study  is  on  recreational  uses, 
these  transportation  proposals  have  not  been  evaluated 
here.  (Proposed  bicycle  trails,  discussed  in  the  last  chap 
ter,  are  an  exception;  these  would  serve  both  transpor¬ 
tation  and  recreational  needs.) 

Since  transportation  systems  located  within  channel 
rights-of-way  could  affect  the  channels'  potential  for 
recreational  use,  as  well  as  the  use  of  adjacent  parks, 
the  major  recent  transportation  proposals  that  involve 
the  use  of  flood  channels  are  listed  below  in  order  to 
provide  an  overview  of  the  transportation  potential  of 
the  system.  A  separate  Corps  of  Engineers  study  of 
transportation  proposals  is  currently  under  way 

Parts  of  the  floor  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  already  have 
been  used  for  training  of  drivers  by  various  departments 
of  the  County  and  City  of  Los  Angeles  and  the  Southern 
California  Rapid  Transit  District. 

■  The  Reconnaissance  Report  for  San  Pedro  Ports 
(Ref  5  3,  pages  45,  51,  53)  recommends  the  use  of 
air  cushion  vehicles  for  transporting  cargo  and  people 
through  the  flood  channels. 

■  The  same  study  (page  51)  mentions  the  possibility  of 
using  conventional  heavy  rail  or  light  rail  transit  along 
the  channel  banks,  or  a  new  type  of  monorail  system 
with  light,  elevated  structures. 
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■  The  same  study  (page  52)  also  discusses  the  possibility 
of  barge  transport  in  the  lower  portions  of  the  Laguna 
Dominguez  channel. 

■  A  1976  CALTRANS  study  (Ref  5-4)  proposes  use  of 
the  Los  Angeles  River  floor  from  Imperial  Highway 
to  First  Street  as  a  busway  for  transporting  commut¬ 
ers  to  the  central  business  district  of  Los  Angeles. 
Since  this  study  was  done,  CALTRANS  has  also  dis¬ 
cussed  the  possible  use  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  chan¬ 
nel  from  San  Pedro  to  the  Golden  State  Freeway  as  a 
truck  route  (Ref  5  3,  page  49). 

■  A  1972  CALTRANS  study  (Ref  5  5)  proposes  use  of 
the  Los  Angeles  River  floor  from  Willow  Street  to  the 
Golden  State  Freeway  as  an  alternative  route  to  the 
Long  Beach  Freeway  for  autos,  trucks,  and  buses. 

■  Ths  Sunset  Coast  Line  transit  system  proposal 

(Ref  5-6),  rejected  by  Los  Angeles  County  voters  in  a 
1976  referendum,  contained  two  transit  lines  that 
would  have  made  use  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  corri¬ 
dor.  The  Central  Line  North  would  have  included  a 
subway  under  the  channel  from  the  Union  Station 
area  to  the  Golden  State  Freeway,  with  rails  along 
the  top  of  the  east  bank  from  the  Golden  State  Free¬ 
way  to  the  Glendale  Freeway.  The  Los  Angeles  River 
Line  would  have  included  an  aerial  railway  along  the 
west  bank  of  the  river  from  Union  Station  to  First 
Street,  and  an  at  grade  rail  from  First  Street  to  Gage 
Avenue.  The  Sunset  Limited  proposal  (Ref  5  7),  a 
much  reduced  version  of  the  Sunset  Coast  Line  plan 
presented  in  1978  by  Baxter  Ward,  contains  no  pro¬ 
posed  routes  along  channel  corridors. 

Use  of  the  Channel  System  for  Transportation  to  Parks 

In  Chapter  4,  which  dealt  with  potential  bicycle  and 
equestrian  trails,  emphasis  was  placed  on  providing 
access  to  parks  and  other  recreational  facilities  through 
the  channel  rights-of  way.  Park  access  might  also  be 
improved  through  the  use  of  trams  or  mini-buses  for 
transporting  people  from  adjacent  neighborhoods 
through  channel  lead-in  strips  to  parks. 

There  are  two  possible  approaches  to  using  mass-transit 
vehicles  within  the  channel  corridors. 

■  The  vehicles  could  make  use  of  the  channel  floor  in 
cases  where  the  floor  is  wide,  flat,  and  contains  a  low- 
flow  channel.  Channels  suitable  for  such  use  are 
listed  in  Table  5  2 


Some  modifications  would  be  required  in  the  channels 
to  transport  side  inlet  flows  to  the  low  flow  channel 
under  the  section  of  floor  to  be  used.  Ramps  would 
be  provided  to  the  channel  floor  at  destinations  and 
at  pick-up  points. 

■  The  vehicles  could  use  access  roads  along  the  sides  of 
channels.  This  would  allow  transportation  along 
those  channels  that  do  not  have  bottoms  suitable  for 
vehicular  travel.  It  would  be  necessary,  however,  to 
tunnel  under  or  cross  over  streets  and  other  obstruc 
tions  to  the  channel  rights-of-way.  This  would  limit 
the  practical  length  of  the  lead  in  strips,  and  in  cases 
where  a  number  of  street  crossings  were  required,  it 
would  reduce  or  eliminate  any  advantage  to  the  use 
of  a  channel  over  city  streets.  Use  of  the  channel 
access  roads  for  vehicles  might  also  conflict  with  the 
possible  use  of  these  roads  for  bicycle  and  equestrian 
trails. 

Table  5-3  indicates  possible  locations  of  tram  or  mini-bus 
routes  for  transporting  people  to  parks  through  channel 
corridors. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  transportation  to  parks  might 
be  provided  for  the  aged  and  handicapped  using  trams 
or  mini-buses.  Potential  users  of  such  means  of  trans 
port  would  be  from  retirement  homes,  hospitals,  homes 
for  the  disabled,  and  similar  facilities  located  in  the  vicin¬ 
ity  of  flood  channels.  During  the  channel  survey,  any 
such  facilities  adjacent  to  the  channels  were  noted. 
Generally,  however,  it  was  not  possible  to  locate  all  of 
the  facilities  of  this  type  that  might  be  close  enough  to 
the  channels  to  make  use  of  such  routes. 

To  test  the  concept,  hospitals  in  the  vicinity  of  channels 
were  considered  as  possible  sources  of  those  who  would 
use  these  means  of  transport,  since  they  often  contain 
programs  or  facilities  for  the  elderly,  disabled,  and  handi 
capped.  Hospitals  near  channels  were  identified  on  maps 
for  the  purpose  of  route  analysis.  These  hospitals  and 
other  facilities  located  during  the  survey  are  listed  in 
Table  5  4. 

An  attempt  to  identify  potential  routes  to  parks  through 
channel  corridors  from  the  facilities  listed  indicates  that 
the  concept  would  have  limited  applicability.  Only  two 
facilities  were  identifed  that  would  appear  to  benefit 
from  such  a  project.  St.  Joseph  Medical  Center  (near 
the  Los  Angeles  River  at  Buena  Vista  Street)  could  be 
linked  to  Griffith  Park  by  a  short  tram  route,  and 
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TABLE  5-2,  CHANNELS  WITH  FLOORS  SUITABLE  FOR  RECREATIONAL  OR  TRANSPORTATION  U8E 


The  following  channels  have  floors  that  are  sufficiently  wide  and  flat  to  be  suitable  for  recreational  or  transportation  use.  Since  they  also  have 
low  flow  channels,  the  floors  remain  dry  most  of  the  year. 

■  Los  Angeles  River 

Rio  Hondo  confluence  to  Golden  State  Freeway  north  of  Figueroa 

Burbank  Western  inlet  to  Radford  Street 

SPT  railroad  crossing  east  of  White  Oak  Avenue  to  Mason  Street 

■  Brown's  Creek 

■  Aliso  Creek  south  of  Wilbur  Debris  Basin 

•  Arroyo  Seco  from  Holly  Street  to  Seco  Street 

■  Coyote  Creek  south  of  Artesia  Boulevard 

■  Coyote  Creek,  North  Fork 

■  Laguna  Dominguez  from  Vermont  to  north  of  Redondo  Beach  Boulevard 

Portions  of  the  Tujunga  Wash,  Big  Dalton,  and  the  Los  Angelas  River  between  Radford  Street  and  Fulton  Avenue  might  be  added  to  this  list 
if  a  curb  were  provided  to  channel  low  flows  to  one  side  of  the  floor. 


TABLE  6-3.  POSSIBLE  TRAM  OR  MINI-BUS  PROJECTS 

Los  Angeles  River/Tujunga  Wash  -  connecting  Griffith  Park,  Weddington  Park  (Los  Angeles  River  at  the  Hollywood  Freeway),  and  Moorpark 
Park  (Tujunga  Wash  at  Laurel  Canyon  Boulevard) 

Los  Angeles  River  -  connecting  the  Sepulveda  Basin  and  Reseda  Park  (Los  Angeles  River  at  Reseda  Boulevard)  to  residential  areas  as  far  west 
as  Pierce  College 

Big  Dalton  -  from  Barranca  Ave.  to  Foothill  Boulevard,  providing  access  to  South  Hills  Park  in  Glendora 
Coyote  Creek  -  connecting  El  Dorado  Park  to  Cerritos  Regional  Park 
Laguna  Dominguez  -  from  Vermont  Avenue  to  Alondra  Park. 


TABLE  5-4 

MEDICAL  AND  SENIOR  CITIZEN  FACILITIES  LOCATED  NEAR  CHANNELS* 


Channel 

Fatuity 

Themes  Quid* 
Me*  No 

Los  Angeles  River 

Mont*  Sano  Hospital 

35.  B2 

St.  JoMph  Medical  Center 

24.  C3 

Sherman  Oaks  Community  Hoapirai 

22.  D2 

Bell  Creek 

Parkwood  Hospital 

12,  B4 

Waat  Hill*  Hospital 

12.  A3 

Brown's  Creek 

Canoge  Park  Moapital 

12,  03 

Tujunga  Wash 

filvenide  Hoapital 

23.  B2 

Burbank  Western 

Villa  Scarabrim  Retirement  Home 

9,  F6 

Eat «.>n  Wash 

.at  Encinai  Hoapital 

27,  E4 

:!l  Luka's  Hospital 

27.  El 

Buena  Vista  Channel 

City  of  Hops  Madical  Canter 

29.  D6 

Sawpit  Wash 

•donroyla  Community  Hoapital 

29,  B3 

Sanitarium  (name  unknown) 

29.  C2 

Walnut  Creek 

Queen  of  IN  Valley  Ho*>ital 

48.  F2 

San  Jose  Creek 

Pacific  State  Hoapital 

93.  F4 

*  Not*  Thu  >s  a  partial  list,  compiled  from  map*  and  channel  »urva\  information. 


Channel  access  roads  could  be  used  for  skate  paths,  and  open  areas  within  the  right-of-way  for  skating  rinks. 


Riverside  Hospital  (Tujunga  Wash  at  Riverside  Drive) 
similarly  could  be  linked  to  Moorpark  Park.  In  every 
other  case,  either  transportation  would  be  easier  over 
city  streets,  or  there  would  be  no  sufficiently  attractive 
destination  for  a  route  within  a  reasonable  distance 
along  the  channel. 

It  is  likely  that  other  feasible  projects  of  this  type  could 
be  identified  by  local  agencies  familiar  with  the  loca¬ 
tions  of  facilities  that  would  benefit  from  improved 
access  to  parks.  However,  in  most  cases,  it  is  not  prob¬ 
able  that  the  benefits  achieved  would  justify  the  costs 
of  the  project 

SKATING  AND  SKATEBOARDING 

The  recent  increase  in  the  popularity  of  roller  skating 
has  resulted  in  serious  conflicts  between  skaters  and 
bicyclists  over  the  use  of  bicycle  paths,  particularly  in 
the  Venice  area  and  at  the  Sepulveda  Basin.  An  effort 
is  being  made  to  develop  separate  facilities  for  skaters, 
and  interest  has  been  expressed  in  the  use  of  flood  chan¬ 
nel  corridors  for  skate  paths.  These  paths  could  be 
located  either  on  access  roads  along  the  sides  of  chan¬ 
nels  or,  in  some  cases,  on  channel  floors. 


Access  roads  could  be  used  wherever  bicycle  or  eques 
trian  trails  are  not  planned,  or  where  there  is  sufficient 
room  for  both  bicycle  and  skating  paths.  Wide  spaces 
along  the  access  roads,  such  as  those  that  occur  at  some 
street  crossings,  could  be  used  for  circular  rinks.  These 
might  have  grassy  slopes  around  the  sides  for  spectators. 

The  channel  floor  could  be  used  for  skating  wherever  it 
is  wide,  flat,  and  contains  a  low  flow  channel.  Channels 
suitable  for  such  use  are  listed  in  Table  5  2. 

Despite  the  potential  for  locating  skating  paths  and 
rinks  within  channel  corridors,  it  is  likely  that  many  of 
these  paths  would  receive  little  use.  Areas  used  heavily 
by  skaters  are  usually  popular  recreational  facilities  that 
offer  a  combination  of  recreational  and  social  oppor¬ 
tunities  to  users;  the  skating  facilities  themselves  are  not 
the  sole  attraction.  It  would  be  desirable,  therefore,  for 
skating  paths  to  be  located  near  parks  or  other  recrea¬ 
tional  facilities.  In  general,  these  other  facilities  would 
provide  better  locations  for  skating  than  the  channel 
paths.  The  bottom  of  channels  have  restricted  views 
and  a  generally  poor  aesthetic  quality  which  probably 
would  not  attract  large  numbers  of  skaters.  Finally,  in 
most  neighborhoods,  sidewalks  offer  an  alternative  that 


USE  OF  THE  CHANNEL  FLOOR  FOR  COURT 
GAMES 


often  would  be  more  convenient  and  equally  as  attrac¬ 
tive  to  skaters  as  paths  along  the  channels.  The  most 
promising  locations  for  skating  paths  within  channel 
i. gins  of  way  are  along  lead-in  strips  to  parks. 

Channels  that  might  offer  good  potential  for  skating 

paths  or  rinks  are: 

»  L  os  Angeles  River  floor  west  of  the  SPT  railroad  in 

the  Sepulveda  Basin 

a  Tujunga  Wash  access  roads  from  Moorpark  Park  to 

Magnolia  Boulevard 

■  Laguna  Dominguez  floor  from  Van  Ness  Avenue  to 

Alondra  Park. 

Sunil  jrly,  it  appears  that  there  would  be  little  advan- 
tayi*  to  a  skateboarder  to  the  use  of  a  channel  path  over 
sidewalks.  Rinks  with  banked  sides  might  be  popular 
with  skateboarders,  if  they  were  located  in  areas  with 
sufficient  recreational  appeal.  However,  these  probably 
would  be  best  operated  as  commercial  facilities,  since 
i..ipe -vision  would  be  required  to  ensure  safety. 

HOSTELS  AND  CAMPGROUNDS 

T  lie  California  Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation 
recommends  in  its  Recreational  Trails  Plan  (Ref  5-7, 
page  17)  that  hostels  and  campgrounds  be  provided  on 
trail  con  idors  that  are  heavily  used  for  touring.  Such 
facilities  should  be  located  on  major  regional  trails,  and 
pieteiabiy  near  the  intersections  of  major  trails.  They 
would  best  tie  located  at  major  recreational  facilities 
oei.ause  ol  their  spatial  requirements  and  the  recrea- 
■>:>' i-'1  ■.>.  'O  ii  [unities  that  these  facilities  offer. 

The  Whittiei  Narrows  is  the  most  likely  location  for  a 
hostel  or  trail  campground,  because  it  is  accessible  from 
both  the  LARIO  and  San  Gabriel  trails  and  would  be 
near  the  central  point  of  a  regional  trail  system.  The 
Sepulveda  Basin  might  also  be  a  suitable  locatior  if 
trails  are  developed  on  the  Los  Angeles  River.  Vacant 
land  at  the  confluence  of  the  Los  Angeles  and  Tujunga 
eh. nine's  and  at  the  confluence  of  the  Los  Angeles  and 
Rio  londo  channels  could  be  used  for  overnight  facili¬ 
ties.  if  irans  are  located  on  the  upper  Los  Angeles  River 
and  iupuiga  Wash. 

Other  locations  within  the  LACDA  system,  such  as 
debi  is  basins  and  other  flood  control  basins,  might  have 
cuff. merit  soace  for  overnight  facilities  but  would  not  be 
ini.  arc  |  a'ong  major  through  trail  routes. 


The  floors  of  some  channels  are  sufficiently  wide  and 
free  of  water  for  enough  of  the  year  to  allow  court 
games  such  as  basketball,  volleyball,  handball,  paddle- 
ball,  or  tennis. 

A  major  problem  with  such  use  would  be  keeping 
players  and  balls  out  of  the  low-flow  channel.  Protec 
tive  fencing  probably  could  not  be  used  in  the  channel, 
unless  it  were  of  a  removable  type,  and  the  amount  of 
work  required  to  move  the  fencing  several  times  each 
year  would  probably  be  prohibitive. 

If  the  floor  were  to  be  used  for  tennis,  fencing  would  be 
needed  across  the  channel  as  well  as  along  the  low  flow 
ditch.  The  courts  would  require  cleaning  each  time  the 
flow  of  water  rose  above  the  low-flow  channel.  Frequent 
repainting  of  court  boundaries  would  probably  be 
necessary. 

In  the  event  that  fencing  could  be  provided,  it  is  likely 
that  only  the  Los  Angeles  River  and  Coyote  Creek  would 
have  sufficiently  wide  floor  spaces  to  permit  court 
games.  The  most  suitable  location  for  such  activity 
would  be  that  section  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  between 
Barham  Boulevard  and  Radford  Street,  since  Coyote 
Creek  and  the  other  potentially  usable  segments  of  the 
Los  Angeles  River  have  trapezoidal  sections,  which 
would  be  less  suitable  for  most  court  games.  Game 
courts  on  the  channel  floor  might  be  made  part  of  a 
linear  park  in  this  area. 

MOTORCYCLE  USE  AND  BICYCLE  MOTOCROSS 
COURSES 

Most  parts  of  the  channel  system  are  poorly  suited  to 
motorcycle  use.  The  noise  of  the  cycles  makes  them 
incompatible  with  many  other  potential  channel  uses, 
particularly  horseback  riding.  The  noise  would  also 
compound  problems  with  channel  neighbors;  these  con¬ 
flicts  are  a. ready  severe  in  some  places.  Because  bicy 
ciists  benefit  much  more  from  separation  from  traffic, 
bicycling  has  priority  on  access  roads  suitable  for  trail 
use. 

The  best  locations  for  motorcycle  use  within  a  channel 
corridor  appear  to  be  the  Los  Angeles  River  channel  on 
the  east  side  of  the  river,  north  and  south  of  Firestone 
Boulevard,  and  between  the  Randolph  Street  railroad 
bridge  and  Slauson  Avenues.  In  both  of  these  locations, 
there  are  wide  strips  of  vacant  land  along  the  power  line 
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right-of-way  that  separates  the  channel  from  the  Long 
Beach  Freeway.  The  freeway  would  buffer  the  motor¬ 
cycle  activity  on  the  east  and  the  channel  on  the  west, 
and  the  existing  freeway  noise  would  reduce  the  effect 
of  noise  from  the  cycles.  Adjacent  use  west  of  the  river 
in  both  places  is  heavily  industrial.  These  locations 
could  be  used  for  motocross  courses. 

The  major  drawback  to  these  locations  is  that  both 
bicycle  and  equestrian  trails  are  recommended  for  the 
channel  corridor  in  these  places.  Bicyclists  would  be  on 
the  west  side  of  the  channel,  and  noise  levels  would 
probably  be  acceptable  there  if  the  motorcycle  activity 
were  confined  to  one  location.  An  equestrian  trail  on 
the  east  side,  though,  probably  would  be  incompatible 
with  motorcycle  use  in  the  same  area.  However,  there 
are  significant  problems  associated  with  die  equestrian 
trail  recommended  for  this  area.  If  the  decision  were 
made  not  to  include  an  equestrian  trail  here,  then  a 
motocross  course  should  be  considered  as  an  alterna¬ 
tive  use. 

The  floor  of  the  channel  from  Gage  Avenue  to  Figueroa 
Street  might  be  used  as  an  off-street  route  for  motor¬ 
cyclists,  thereby  providing  an  auto-free  alternative  to 
the  use  of  the  Long  Beach  Freeway.  Again,  this  would 
be  feasible  only  if  no  conflicts  with  bicyclists  or  eques¬ 
trians  resulted. 

Some  debris  basins  might  also  provide  suitable  locations 
for  motorcycle  activity.  Basins  selected  for  such  use 
should  not  have  significant  potential  for  conservation 
uses,  nor  neighbors  that  might  be  affected  by  the  noise. 

An  ORV  (off  road  vehicle)  staging  area  is  planned  by 
the  Los  Angeles  County  Department  of  Parks  and  Recre¬ 
ation  for  the  upper  end  of  the  San  Gabriel  Reservoir. 

The  facility  will  be  partially  on  reservoir  property  and 
partially  on  National  Forest  land. 

During  the  channel  survey,  children  frequently  were 
observed  using  dirt  access  areas  along  the  sides  of  chan¬ 
nels  as  bicycle  motocross  courses.  There  are  numerous 
wide  dirt  spaces  along  the  channel  rights-of-way  that 
would  be  suitable  for  such  use. 

AIR  RIGHTS 

Interest  in  air  rights  over  the  channels  is  increasing  as 
available  land  in  the  Los  Angeles  Basin  becomes  more 
scarce  and  more  expensive.  Several  large  sections  of 
channel  have  already  been  covered  for  a  variety  of 


purposes,  and  other  proposals  are  being  studied.  Most 
of  these  proposals  involve  nonrecreational  uses,  but 
channels  could  be  covered  to  provide  open  spaces  for 
parks,  trails,  athletic  fields,  or  most  other  recreational 
activities. 

Ralph  Iredale,  in  his  study  on  the  potential  for  use  or 
air  rights  in  the  Los  Angeles  Basin  (Ref  5  9),  discussed 
a  number  of  possible  projects  involving  air  rights  over 
the  Los  Angeles  River.  These  included  housing  projects 
and  megastructures  that  could  contain  offices,  apart¬ 
ments,  or  department  stores. 
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CHAPTER  6 
IMPLEMENTATION 


COORDINATION  AMONG  PLANNING  AGENCIES 

Effective  coordination  is  required  among  agencies  at  all 
levels  of  government,  and  between  these  agencies  and 
various  types  of  citizens'  groups,  to  plan  and  implement 
any  regional  recreation  program.  This  is  especially  true 
in  the  Los  Angeles  region,  since  the  great  mobility  of 
the  population  encourages  use  of  recreation  facilities 
some  distance  from  users'  homes. 

The  rising  interest  in  bicycling  during  the  last  few  years 
makes  coordination  among  planning  agencies  and  groups 
even  more  important.  Regional  needs  and  trail  corridors 
can  be  determined  by  regional  planners.  If  specific 
routes  within  these  corridors  are  to  be  most  effectively 
designed  and  most  heavily  used,  they  must  be  chosen 
with  assistance  from  local  planners  and  those  citizens 
who  are  most  familiar  with  the  specific  areas. 

This  is  an  important  consideration  in  the  case  of  the 
trails  discussed  in  Chapter  4.  which  would  be  located 
within  flood  channel  corridors.  Local  planners  should 
have  an  opportunity  to  recommend  alternative  routes 
that  might  be  more  attractive  because  of  fewer  obstruc¬ 
tions,  better  aesthetic  quality,  lower  costs,  or  better 
access  to  recreation  areas  This  will  ensure  that  the 
710  Program  funds  (see  Table  6  2)  available  for  this 
area  will  be  used  most  effectively  on  those  channel  cor¬ 
ridors  with  the  most  potential  for  contributing  to  the 
regional  trail  system. 

Close  coordination  among  planning  organizations  is  not 
easy  to  achieve.  There  arc  many  jurisdictions  in  the 
area  and  many  agencies  and  groups  involved  in  trail 
planning,  each  with  its  own  constituency  and  interests. 
The  roles  of  agencies  continually  evolve  to  fit  current 
planning  needs,  and  sometimes  change  abruptly  as  a 
result  of  major  influences  such  as  Proposition  13. 

Table  6  1  lists  the  agencies  and  citizens'  groups  most 
actively  involved  at  this  time  in  the  planning  of  trails 
within  the  LACDA  region. 

The  Los  Angeles  County  Plan  of  Bikeways  (Ref.  6  1), 
which  is  a  suhelement  of  the  County  General  Plan,  is 
used  as  a  general  guide  to  regional  bicycle  planning  in 
this  area.  This  plan  is  quite  conceptual  in  nature,  and 


many  of  the  routes  it  shows  have  not  yet  been  studied 
in  detail.  A  second  important  document  is  the  Bicycle 
Plan  of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  (Ref.  6  2),  which  is  a 
subelement  of  the  City  General  Plan.  This  plan  is  based 
on  a  Bikeway  Feasibility  Study  done  by  the  City  of 
Los  Angeles  (Ref.  6-3),  which  evaluated  potential  bike 
route  corridors.  Many  of  the  potential  routes  shown  on 
the  City  Bicycle  Plan  are  also  quite  conceptual  in  nature, 
and  will  require  further  study  before  final  route  deci 
sions  are  made 

Other  cities  in  the  area  having  significant  local  bicycle 
plans  include  Long  Beach  and  Pasadena  (Ref.  6  4.  6-5) 

A  number  of  cities  have  formed  the  East  San  Gabriel 
Valley  Bikeway  Committee  and  have  published  a  Mas 
ter  Plan  for  bike  routes  in  that  area  (Ref.  6  6).  There  is 
also  a  West  San  Gabriel  Valley  Bikeway  Committee 
(coordinated  through  the  Arcadia  City  Planning  Depart 
ment)  and  a  Pomona  Valley  Regional  Bicycle  Trail  Com 
mittee  (coordinated  through  the  Pomona  City  Adminis 
trator's  Office). 

While  no  single  agency  serves  to  coordinate  bikeway 
planning  in  the  Los  Angeles  area,  three  agencies  - 
SCAG,  the  Los  Angeles  County  Transportation  Com 
mission  (LACTC),  and  Los  Angeles  County  Parks  and 
Recreation  Department  -  serve  to  provide  some 
regional  coordination.  County  Parks  and  Recreation 
achieves  this  thiough  its  countywide  planning  role  while 
LACTC  and  SCAG  administer  regional  bikeway  funds, 
particularly  S.B  281  Transportation  Development  Act 
funds  (see  Table  6  2).  The  work  of  these  agencies 
ensures  that  a  portion  of  the  local  bikeway  planning 
effort  goes  toward  producing  long  distance  regional 
trails,  rather  than  isolated  shorter  segments  which  serve 
only  local  purposes. 

There  has  been  much  less  regional  coordination  of 
equestrian  trail  plans  than  of  bicycle  plans,  primarily 
because  there  me  fewer  sources  of  funding  for  eques 
trian  trails  and  less  opportunity  to  achieve  coordination 
through  the  distribution  of  funds.  The  Los  Angeles 
County  Parks  and  Recreation  Department  provides  the 
only  regionwide  coordination  of  equestrian  trail  plan 
ning  in  the  area.  Several  jurisdictions  within  the  region, 


TABLE  6-1.  AGENCIES  AND  GROUPS  MOST  ACTIVELY  INVOLVED  IN  TRAIL  PLANNING  IN  THE  LOS  ANGELES  AREA 

Fwtard 

U  S  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  -  Cooperates  with  local  agencies  in  the  planning  end  construction  of  trail  projects  within  flood  channel 
corridors  and  flood  basin  recreational  areas.  Provides  60  percent  matching  funds  for  these  projects. 

U  S  Forest  Service  -  Has  an  interest  in  connections  to  Forest  Service  trails  from  the  urban  area. 

National  Park  Service  -  l«  investigating  potential  access  routes  from  the  urban  area  to  proposed  Santa  Monica  Mountain  Park  trails. 

State  of  California 

Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation  -  Haa  established  three  state  trail  corridors  that  pea  through  the  Los  Angelas  region.  Except  for 
portions  of  the  South  Bay  trail,  specific  routes  within  these  corridors  have  not  yet  been  determined. 

CALTRANS  -  Has  established  bicycle  trail  design  standards  that  are  used  by  most  planning  agencies  in  the  Los  Angeles  region. 

Regional 

Southern  California  Aancianon  of  Government!  (SCAG)  -  Adminitten  S.B.  821  Transportation  Development  Act  funde.  Theta  fundi 
ere  a  major  eource  of  revenue  for  bicycle  trail  project!  In  the  tree. 

Loe  Angeles  County 

Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation  -  Holds  the  major  responeibility  for  regional  trail  planning  in  the  Lot  Angeles  tree.  Has  lead  agency 
responsibility  on  many  trail  projects.  Including  LARIO  and  San  Gabriel 

Department  of  Regional  Planning  -  Prepares  land  uaa  plans  and  policies  that  provide  a  conceptual  framework  for  more  asadfic  design 
functions,  such  as  location  of  trail  routaa.  Also  provides  regional  data  bare  information  used  for  vail  planning. 

Road  Department  -  Acts  as  lead  agency  for  the  development  of  many  bicycle  trails  along  streets  and  flood  channels. 

Flood  Control  District  -  Must  grant  a  permit  lor  any  aacondary  uaa  of  flood  control  lands. 

Transportation  Commission  (LACTCI  -  Reviews  grant  requests  for  S.B  821  Transportation  Development  Act  funds.  Provides  regional 
coordination  of  trail  planning  through  the  performance  of  this  function. 

Local 

City  Departments  of  Planning,  Transportation,  Recreation  and  Parks,  and  Engineering  -  In  particular,  various  departments  of  the  City  of 
Los  Angeles  play  a  significant  role  in  regional  trail  planning. 

Citisans'  Groups 

City  of  Los  Angeles  Bicycle  Advisory  Group  -  Actively  assists  city  planners  in  developing  bicycle  routes  end  other  facilities  to  encourage  the 
use  of  bicycles  in  the  area. 

Equestrian  Trails,  Incorporated  -  A  lerge.  active  group  of  riders  that  organists  equestrian  activities  in  the  area.  The  local  "Corrals"  sometimes 
provide  assistance  or  suggestions  to  local  agencies  involved  in  trail  planning. 
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particularly  the  County's  First  Supervisorial  District 
and  the  Twelfth  Councilmanic  District  of  Los  Angeles 
City,  have  equestrian  trail  plans  (Ref.  6-7,  6-8).  The 
City  of  Los  Angeles  has  collected  a  large  amount  of 
information  on  local  trail  systems,  but  it  has  not  yet 
done  much  work  toward  integrating  these  trail  systems 
to  provide  long-distance  routes.  A  review  of  equestrian 
trail  planning  is  scheduled  by  the  city  for  the  near 
future. 

So  far,  it  appears  that  very  little  consideration  has  been 
given  to  connecting  the  extensive  equestrian  trail  sys¬ 
tem  in  the  San  Fernando  Valley  with  the  LARIO/San 
Gabriel  trails  or  with  trails  in  the  San  Gabriel  Valley  in 
order  to  link  the  two  halves  of  the  region. 

The  Corps  of  Engineers  has  a  unique  opportunity  to 
encourage  increased  regional  coordination  of  trail  plan¬ 
ning  efforts  because  of  the  possibility  of  contributing  to 
the  development  of  a  regional  system  of  bicycle  and 
equestrian  trails  through  the  use  of  flood  channel  cor¬ 
ridors  and  because  of  their  responsibility  for  administer¬ 
ing  distribution  of  Code  710  funds  on  a  regional  basis. 
Such  coordination  could  be  encouraged  by  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  a  regional  council  of  bicycle  planners  and  a 
regional  council  of  equestrian  planners  to  review  Corps' 
efforts  toward  developing  trails  in  the  channel  system. 
Although  these  councils  would  have  only  advisory 
powers,  they  could  achieve  a  great  deal  toward  the 
selection  of  optimal  routes  for  a  regional  system, 
toward  reducing  development  of  isolated  trails  that 
make  no  contribution  to  larger  trail  systems,  toward 
providing  a  more  complete  regional  data  base  for  trail 
system  planning,  and  toward  providing  increased 
emphasis  on  trail  planning  efforts  at  both  local  and 
regional  levels. 

Considerable  cooperation  was  provided  by  agencies  at 
all  levels  of  government  toward  completing  the  LACDA 
System  Recreation  Study,  and  much  interest  was 
expressed  in  developing  a  regional  data  base  for  trail 
planning.  Differences  among  agencies  that  are  often 
cited  as  stumbling  blocks  toward  regional  coordination 
appear  generally  to  involve  priorities  and  methods. 

There  seems  to  be  very  little  disagreement  on  the  selec¬ 
tion  of  routes  or  the  determination  of  regional  trail 
system  needs,  and  there  appears  to  be  a  real  opportunity 
at  this  time  for  achieving  increased  coordination  among 
the  area's  trail  system  planners. 

The  longer  it  takes  to  achieve  the  formation  of  such 
coordinating  groups,  the  less  effective  their  work  will 
be.  Urbanization,  continued  construction  of  freeways 


and  flood  channels,  and  rapidly  increasing  use  of  flood 
channel  and  power  line  rights-of-way  for  a  variety  of 
purposes  has  resulted  in  a  steady  decrease  in  potential 
trail  corridors,  making  the  development  of  regional 
trail  systems  increasingly  more  difficult  in  the  future 

POTENTIAL  SOURCES  OF  FUNDING 

The  Code  710  Recreation  Program  of  the  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers  provides  funds  for  the  development 
of  recreation  facilities  on  existing  Corps  projects.  The 
program  funds  50  percent  of  the  design  and  construe 
tion  costs  of  a  project  with  the  remaining  50  percent 
to  come  from  nonfederal  agencies.  Projects  must  be 
operated  and  maintained  by  local  agencies.  The  710 
Program  has  been  a  major  source  of  funding  for  recrea 
tion  projects  in  the  Los  Angeles  region  in  recent  years 

Another  major  source  of  money  for  bicycle  projects  is 
S.B.  821,  the  Transportation  Development  Act  Fund 
that  allocates  money  derived  from  state  sales  taxes  on 
gasoline.  Two  percent  of  the  sales  tax  money  allocated 
to  local  transportation  projects  is  used  exclusively  for 
bicycle  and  pedestrian  facilities.  These  funds  are  admin 
istered  locally  by  SCAG.  Funding  requests  are  reviewed 
by  the  Los  Angeles  County  Transportation  Commission 
In  the  1979  80  fiscal  year,  60  percent  of  the  funds  will 
be  allocated  to  local  projects  and  40  percent  to  regional 
projects.  Funding  criteria  for  regional  projects  include 
projected  use,  encouragement  of  alternatives  to  existing 
transportation,  completion  of  missing  links  or  extehsion 
of  existing  facilities,  safety,  and  potential  for  implemen 
tation  in  the  year  of  allocation. 

Grants  that  encourage  innovative  approaches  to  recrea 
tion  planning  might  be  applicable  to  some  proiects 
described  in  the  preceding  chapters.  For  example,  the 
use  of  inflatable  dams  to  incorporate  a  section  of  flood 
channel  into  a  park  for  wading,  swimming,  or  boating 
might  be  considered  an  innovative  project.  Both  federal 
and  state  programs  (the  Federal  Urban  Parks  and 
Recreation  Recovery  Act  and  the  State  Urban  Grants 
Program)  provide  innovative  approach  funding. 

Information  on  these  and  other  major  sources  of 
federal  and  state  funds  is  summarized  in  Table  6-2 
Additional  information  on  federal  programs  is  available 
in  the  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  published 
by  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget.  Additional 
information  on  state  programs  is  available  from  the 
Urban  Action/Assistance  Program  of  the  State  Depart 
ment  of  Parks  and  Recreation  in  Sacramento. 


Funding  Source 
(AdmMnaring  Agency) 

FEDERAL 

U  S.  Army  Corpa  of  Engineers 
(Same) 


Federal- Aid  Highway  Program 
(CALTRANS) 


Land  and  Watar  Canaarvation  Fund 
(Heritage  Conaarvation  and 
Recreation  Service,  Dept  of 
Interior,  California  Dapt  of  Parke 
and  Recreation) 

Department  of  Interior 
(Heritage  Conaarvation  and 
Recreation  Service) 


STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

T r importation  Development  Act 

Fund  -  Alto  known  at 

Local  Trantportation  Fund  (SGAGI 


Bicycle  Lana  Account 
(CALTRANS) 


Urban  Grants  Program 
(California  Dept  of  Parks  and 
Recreation) 


TABLE  6-2.  POTENTIAL  EOURCES  OF  FUNOING 


Coda  710  Program,  m  eetablhhed  by 
PL  BO-72,  die  Federal  Watar  Project 
Recreation  Act  Veyaey  Guidelines 
further  define  eat  fettering  requirements. 


1073  end  1078  Federal-Aid  Ht^iwey 
Acts 


Land  and  Water  Conaervadon  Fund  Act 
of  1068  (PL  80-678) 


Urban  Parks  and  Recreation  Recovery  Act 
(UPARR).  Title  X  of  the  National  Parka 
and  Recreation  Act  of  1078. 


S.B.  821  (Article  3  of  the  Trantportation 
Development  Act) 


S.B.38 


S.B.  174:  Roborti-rberg 

Urban  Open  Space  aid  Recreation  Program 


Providat  60  percent  of  the  coat  of  moat 
recreational  development  at  completed  Corpa 
projects  Cacti  mutt  be  dtarad  equally  by  non 
Federal  agencies  Completed  project  mutt  be 
operated  and  maintained  by  local  aganciaa. 

Providat  matching  fundi  for  bicycle  and 
pedaetrian  facilities.  $2.6  million  wan  pro¬ 
vided  tor  California  projects  in  1077. 

Providat  fund!  for  outdoor  recreation  plan¬ 
ning  tnd  development.  50%  matching  grama 
to  counties  and  cities. 


Three  typaa  of  grant: 

1.  Recovery  Action  Program  Grants  for  twerall 
Improvements  in  recreation  system 

(60%  matching) 

2.  Grants  for  Innovative  Approaches 
(70  to  86%  matching) 

1  Rehabilitation  Grants  for  rehabilitation  of 
■sitting  recreation  facilitiet) 

170%  matching) 


For  development  of  bicycle  and  pedestrian 
facilities.  In  1070-80, 80%  of  fund  money 
will  go  to  local  projects  and  40%  to  regional 
projects.  Total  allocations  for  1078-70  era 
$2,268,428. 

A  minimum  of  $360,000  annually  It  mads 
available  throu^i  this  program  for  bicycle 
projects.  Priori  ties  ere  bssed  on  ability  to 
attract  matching  Federal  funds. 

Provides  grants  for  the  development  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  recreation  facilities  In  heavily  popu¬ 
lated  arses,  and  for  innovative  recreation 
programs. 
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A  visual  survey  of  the  major  flood  channels  in  the  LACOA  system  was  conducted 
to  obtain  data  necessary  to  evaluate  the  recreation  potential  of  the  channels. 
About  220  miles  of  channel  were  surveyed.  The  San  Gabriel  River,  the  Rio 
Hondo  River,  Ballona  Creek,  and  that  portion  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  below 
the  Rio  Hondo  confluence  were  not  included  in  the  survey,  since  these  channels 
were  previously  studied  during  the  planning  of  trails  now  existing  or  under 
construction. 

The  survey  focused  on  the  following  kinds  of  information: 

•  The  physical  suitability  of  the  channels  and  channel  access  areas  for  trail 
use. 

•  Obstructions  to  travel  along  the  channel  access  areas,  such  as  street 
crossings,  inlets,  and  other  secondary  uses  of  the  right-of-way. 

•  Other  constraints  to  recreational  use,  such  as  potential  conflicts  with 
channel  neighbors. 

•  Opportunities  for  recreational  use,  such  as  good  views,  proximity  to  parks 
or  other  trail  destinations,  and  areas  within  the  channel  rights-of-way 
large  enough  for  recreational  uses  other  than  trails. 

CROSSING  AND  INLET  RATINGS 

Street  crossings  and  inlets  that  obstruct  access  along  channels  are  rated  on 
the  survey  maps  to  indicate  the  potential  significance  of  the  obstruction. 

This  was  done  according  to  the  following  criteria: 
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AAAA 

No  access 

BUIS  Covered  channel 
“  |  Footbridge  (no  obstruction) 

—  -  Bike  Trail  (existing) 

Equestrian  Trail  (existing) 

— ►  No  obstruction 
►  Beginning  of  Reach 

CROSSING  AND  INLET  RATINGS 

Crossings  and  inlets  are  rated  from  A  to  G 
to  indicate  the  potential  significance  of 
the  obstruction  they  present  to  trail  access. 
See  text  for  a  more  detailed  explanation  of 
the  ratings. 

(A) 

(B)  Major  Obstructions 

(C) 

(D) 

Moderate  Obstructions 

(E) 

(F) 

Minor  Obstructions 

(G) 
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Downstream  limit  of  reach  is  given  first. 
TG:  1979  Thomas  Guide  map  number. 
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Judgements  as  to  the  volume  of  street  traffic  and  the  difficulty  of  constructing 
a  tunnel  or  ramp  in  a  given  location  were  made  on  the  spot  by  the  observor. 
Traffic  counts  were  used  to  check  volume  estimates  in  some  places,  but  these 
were  not  available  for  many  crossings.  These  estimates,  and  therefore  the 
ratings  as  well,  should  be  assumed  to  have  some  margin  for  error. 

APPEAL  RATINGS 

Ratings  are  given  in  the  survey  notes  to  indicate  the  aesthetic  quality  of  a 
location,  based  on  the  observor' s  opinion  of  how  attractive  the  setting  was 
for  recreational  use.  Much  subjectivity  was  involved  in  these  judgements, 
and  the  ratings  should  be  taken  as  general  guidelines  only,  subject  to  one 
unit  of  variation  in  either  direction. 

ORGANIZATION  OF  INFORMATION 

Information  is  presented  on  channel  maps  to  the  extent  that  space  permits. 

More  detailed  information  is  contained  in  the  accompanying  notes.  The  number 
beside  the  black  triangle  at  the  beginning  of  each  reach  indicates  which 
set  of  notes  corresponds  to  that  reach. 

All  notes  are  organized  assuming  an  upstream  direction  of  travel;  i.e.,  the 
first  reach  of  a  channel  always  begins  at  the  farthest  downstream  point  being 
considered  on  that  channel . 

The  key  to  map  and  note  symbols  is  located  on  the  fold-out  portion  of  this 
page  so  that  it  can  be  viewed  at  the  same  time  as  the  survey  information. 
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Survey  Notes 


(T)  Crossings  and  inlets. 

Rio  Hondo  Channel  io05t»uc:s  E  side  only) 

Long  Beach  Fw.  (G)  ('"bstru  ts  W  side  onlvj 
Lake  Av  HR  (G) 

[7]  Large  open  area  between  chanr-l  and  fwy  Includes  bo-1 -seeped  depression-  potential  rest  area  if  shade  added 

Q]  Single-family  houses  adjacent  Access  road  i$  about  the  same  elevation  as  rooftops.  ROW  is  separated  from  back  yards  by  a  30-foot 
dirt  vacant  strip,  bo*  there  are  views  down  into  back  yards  Potential  problem 

0  Access  ramp  enters  invert  from  W  side. 
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0  Crossings  and  Inlets ; 

Fiieston*  81vd.  (4  Aiu'  Bo-  stree* 

Patata  St  RR  Br  (4  A r.) 

Clara  St.  (G):  Hode'ately  busy 

Florence  St.  (&}:  Busy  street  Inlets  In  w  channel  wall  *<  and  S  of  brtige  could  obstruct  a  ramp 
Gage  Av  IQ):  Moderately  busy. 

Randolph  st  RR  Br  (G).  Inlet  in  W  channel  wall  N  of  bridqe  night  obstruct  a  ram;. 

(D  Road  in  poor  cond’tton,  Seeds  repair 

0  Concrete  wall  3-5 ’  lake  Av.  to  Florence,  1  - 3 ‘  Florence  to  Randolph  St  RR 
3  Storage  lockers 
3  Mobile  homes 

3  single  family  nomes  from  Clara  to  Florence.  Access  road  is  about  roof  level --looks  down  into  bac»  yards 
Dirt  road  runs  througn  power  RQW  to  E  Of  Channel  Might  a  1  SO  be  Suitable  'or  trail 
3)  Steep  drop  nff  y  side  of  road  for  much  of  this  reach. 
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Q  Crossings  and  inlets 

Slauson  Av.  (G):  9u$y  street. 

Atlantic  81vd.  Bridge  supports  drop  to  S  8&  Busy  street 
District  *,t .  RR  8’  'G) 

(2)  Paved  road  narrows  to  6'  iyst  n  o*  Vauson  Total  usable  access  width  jt  this  point  is  n 
Paven  road  jst  N  of  Atlantic  is  8  w'ae,  usable  access  width  9' 

Q)  Access  width  on  w  side  narrows  to  a  2'  strip  for  much  of  the  distance  between  Rardolph  a*-  .'auson  Access  width  is  atout  5’  for  the 
firs*  few  hjndred  feet  N  of  Slauson,  and  for  most  of  the  distance  between  Atlantic  and  District  there  is  only  about  S'  between  RR  ties 
and  t np  channel . 

YJ  °o»er  ROW  between  Randolph  St  ano  Slauson  has  shade  trees,  “ight  make  good  rest  area 
iTi  PR  *'arks  separate  access  rpad  from  power  RCW  from  Slauson  to  District  St 
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0  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Downey  Rd  (G):  Obstructs  N  side  only  Auto  and  rail  bridges  cross  together  Drainage  inlets  S  of  bridges  and  tmck  tramp  A 
of  bridges  probably  preclude  a  ramp  under  the  N  side.  Moderately  busy  street 

(7)  rop  ?'  of  channel  fs  vertical. 

0  IS’  paved  road  most  of  distance.  Road  stops  toward  N  end,  and  access  Is  narrowed  as  Bandlnl  nears  the  channel.  RR  occupies  amst 

of  the  access  width  between  Bandlnl  and  the  channel  for  about  600  ft.  Just  S  of  Downey. 

0  S’  distance  between  RR  ties  and  channel  for  most  of  reach.  No  usable  space. 
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Survey  Notes 
0  frossmgs  and  Inlets 

v*n  St.  (&).■  Susy  street  Channel  wall  on  4  side  changes  from  trap  to  vert  at  bridge  Ramp  under  bridge  would  probably 
no*  be  poss  ib>. 

0  low-* low  rhannel  diverges  '  of  37th  St.,  continues  N  as  two  channels  along  sides  of  invert. 

(T)  Access  walled  of*,  h  h*>f  used  as  parklnq  lot  Not  enouqh  room  *or  t^all  m  parking  area 
3  f*r/  bad  Odors  from  meat  packing  plant. 

(£)  Truck  ramps  enter  invert  *rom  both  sides  Just  N  of  Downey 
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.4,  JnpaveO  c-  --»ered  with  sti*.  not  possible  to 
(i‘  20'  paved  rued,  S  half  of  reach,  n  half  dirt, 
eery  bad  idors  from  must  pacing  plant 

dete>‘">ihe  Low-flow  channels  on  sides  Entire  bottom  covered  with  water  luring  Survey 
goes  under  power  line  supports.  Suff 1c »ent  clearance  for  tra" 
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i  Crossings  and  Inlets 

?6th  *  ; G J  Moderately  busy 

'mt  is  ♦or  Reach  6 

'■  Actas,  'Odd  it  presently  blocked  by  stored  veni<le\  in d  Other  Industrial  mater i«l$  mar  wou’d  have  to  he  mn>»d  If  road  were  to  be  used 
4,  Industr  a'  Hylldlngs  and  equipment  come  to  edge  o*  channel  in  the  northern  S00‘  of  the  reach  Veutimm  half  is  passable  (being  used  *or 
uarkino.  lit  there  IS  pop  ably  room  far  a  trail  through  the  lot) 
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C •  iss"'gs  and  inlets 
24'.b  ,t  SB  Pr.  (C, 

TV.  ame  as  u  •  each  6 

CD  ‘  a"  ‘  -t.  W  access  w»i*t*>  n  ba'f  being  used  'or  storage  of  industrial  materials.  nt.  passage 
0  5''  l'a»ed  Strip  ♦  I  Jot"  N  ■>'  20th  \l.  Northern  600'  of  Stretch  is  dirt,  ?5'  wide 
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•OSS ' nqs  and  inlets 
washingun  Blvd.  IG).  KuSy  Street 

Butte  ‘t  W  Ir.  (C)  No  obstruction  t  side,  access  road  ramps  under 
0-flcw  channels  at  sides  converge  of  Butte  St  np  ,  continue  ilia  single  channel 
r  t  ,'de  assess • 

24th  St  RP  to  Washington  Blvd  ;  scrap  yard  filled  with  pipes  comes  to  edge  of  ch«"ne' 

washing*on  Rivd.  tn  BuHe  St.  RP  small  storage  yard  adjacent  to  channel  1st  [00'  u  of  wash '••gton  Paved  road  (?S  t  on  adjacent 
•ndust »1al  property  leads  past  storage  yard  to  access  oed  beyond  1  a '  grave'  rest  0*  distance  ’o  n 
■  1  <•  s  'de  ess 

?!»»•  St  BR  to  Washington  Blvd  BO' -wide  paved  strip.  Net  presently  u'ed,  was  probably  pa* ling  area  for  abandoned  industrial 
r.u 1 1 1] i ng  to  W.  Fence  i  at  w  edge 

wash-ngton  Blvd  tr>  Bulte  St  PR  10  dirt  stc  ip.  fenced  w  edge 
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ii*»gs  and  inlets 

. . .  Blvd  .  Sa*  Bernardino  fwy  .  Tin  St  .  wnittltr  Blvd  (J)  These  bridges  are  wrii  al-u.e  grade,  an-t  •  emu  m»'  seven'  1  j"«reo  feet 

I  ;  t«e  F  and  W  The  San  Bernardino  an,'  y t h  St.  bridges  do  not  Obstruct  ar>ess  on  t*w  (  Side  there  1%  t  o*  uSib'e  access  Width 

-lei  the  frftwar,  an.*  /'  under  7th  St  *■  <  ess  <s  obstructed  et  other  bridge  crossings  twiiuse  o'  msuff  »cf#*'i  w-dt*  between  r4.it 
am  fridge  abutnvi  t-  In  Order  to  in.SS  over  thetd  Streets,  or  cross  under  the  bridges  o^Jt'ir  the  channel  ROM.  >t  would  be 

••evessary  to  truss  several  sets  of  tracks  two  times  ©  All  bridges  cerry  heaw  traffic  Qf  ••me  is  a«  access  ramp  to  the  chennel 
bottom  from  6th  •  *  which  ante-'  under  the  Whittier  Bridge  on  the  W  Sid*.  *  ramp  In  the  n*nne>  -a'’  .nger  tne  w  side  o'  the  r-  dqe 
•  .  nut  posslbU 


•i-  PH  to  l»i  yen.  i 
■-  *  .s  UseMi  .him 
*"i  ic  to  Sen  Be> 'i.ird'm, 
*r  ame  i  blorn  *'  rr-ss 
’  Bernardino  fw.  to  W* 
l  »'Ower  support  s 


rood  access  halfway  to  N  (Z0'».  dirt)  Rail  yards  beg'n  halfway  16  usah'r  access  widt"  (grave*  I  f'lm1  channel 
•  arrows  to  4-  in  two  , -laces  (power  line  supports)  Steep  slope  retaining  -a"  pliably  "e<ts»*ry  <or  n  naif 
f«y  6  isable  arc- vs  width  fin  channel  to  ties  (grave"  ObVuctions  »-o  places  'power  support,  signal 

•tier  20‘  usable  access  width  from  channel  to  tits  (dir*  and  grave"  l'sa*'e  width  n*..ows  tn  4  i*  *  i 'aces 


fl.’te  R®  *o  Hyms'c  14  >.  .able  access  width  ‘-om  channel  to  ties  (dirt  and  grave1  Ops'-  .-ted  »r  J  dies  by  uowe*  suppo*  i  >  Supports 
straddle  fence.  9  from  sibport  pad  to  'encr,  S'  usable  from  Support  to  ties  *.ee  note  *  and  phr-n  ee  St  POP  s  ope  retaining  «a" 
W,u!<*  he  necessary  most  oi  length 

'’lymc1'.  to  San  Bemargino  Fwy.  Not  passable  Insufficient  usable  space  between  rails  and  •  -ie  nf  rnann*’ 

'•an  Bernardino  fwy  to  Whittier  usable  access  width  'rddi  channel  to  tits  (dirt  end  gravel'  Pa  '  »  'y  Obtt»uiltd  •«*  vw-c-'  "a,-s 

b*  power  line  Supports  and  rail  equipment  ' uPpOrtS  St-addle  fence.  10  fr»i  Support  par  'o  fen  *  ee  mie  1  “eec  .1  uv 
retiring  wall  wc  il  t  h»  "ecessiry  most  of  ‘ e«gfh 

Power  "ne  supports  stradd>  the  stdd  ff  the  channel  in  many  pieces  4  smgi.  lane  t  n'e  pa»*>  ipu'd  sw«s  go  vmdor 
rnese  supports,  and  In  some  places  this  fs  the  only  access  space  available  »  -«g  the  'iinnei  *0'  *  "a"  dednrres 
wo*j i d  be  w  r.ima’,  however,  and  siKh  an  ernngpmeet  would  not  be  desirable  *ne  s*eti*>  -"d’-a  es  »sa"e  moths  under 

Sufloorfs  ftet-ee"  P.:te  5t  W  a-d  Olympic  w  side.1.  The  a^uM  of  iear#«ce  •«  othe-  ;  -aces  so-e^t  ■>«*•  the 

»  S'/r,  pla'enent,  ar.g  geometry  v  the  suPpO't  Ramping  down  between  the  Support  pad  «  .  i  ’n*rease  >sable  width  one  foot 

•  .. » - *i  one  foot  o'  drop,  to  ••  netiiMR  dg.al  to  the  distance  from  (he  fence  to  tne  !•*  •  w.ih*.  t-r  ®  ’•  i^'s  d-stanr#  is 

-t  .#•■  i-  the  access  descript  or 


he  feasible  • 
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SuC*1  P* 


,-,atc  trails  or  other  f* 
•  c4i"oads  Also.  tf»*' 
1  •  ftften  envountergd  (I, 


iltties  i.  the  re 1 1  yards,  eve*  where  mtn*m*i  f lea-a-c-s  e*iM  ;»min'o*  nay  be 
*  ere  nie*e  out  secluded  spaces  enong  ihe  b>  --ge  suopn-’s  wnc*  are  ^see  by  **#ns*eett 
ng  the  S  jr*#yt  and  they  «f|ht  discourage  use  of  »>  .I  in  the  rt  r«f-d s 
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(D  Crossings  and  inlets 

tih  St  .  lit  St..  Hollywood  «•/  .  1*0  St  (ft  S *«*  It  1*  .  R*icH  l*'-  ©  The  NOl  lyWOOd  Fwy  bridge  does  not  Obstruct  eccest 
on  either  side  Access  tunneis  are  ong  and  dark,  however,  with  colons  on  me  tides  that  e*n  t  6*  seen  behind;  not  good  tor 
trail  use  The  tocy  st  bridge  does  not  obstruct  access  o«  the  ■  tide;  tunnel  liter#  n  suitable  for  trail  u%».  Access  is 
obstructed  at  the  other  bridge  cr«n«|l  because  of  inefficient  width  between  rails  and  bridge  abutments.  fla  tr>o  ft  um 
as  Reach  10.  ft  Bridge  supports  at  tocy  St.  drop  considerably  below  trade  o"  the  channel  wells,  and  night  wake  construction 
°f  a  ram e  difficult  Raw?  could  go  through  bridge  supports,  however.  reNlntrq  at  Or  slightly  above  grade 

<2  T*C  4-lS’  of  channel  is  «ert*c*1- 

Q)  l  tide  access  f-lS*  of  usable  access  width  Idirt  and  p-ivel)  f«*»  channel  to  AR  ties,  eacert  for  obstructions  Obstructed  nmwrous 
places  by  Power  tine  supports  (no  access  underneath)  and  rail  eguipnent  S'  uena  dram  along  channel  side,  narrowest  usable  access 
width  from  umttier  to  1st  is  y  (4  places),  mom  1st  to  Hollywood  **,  .  3',  and  fr«»  the  Fwy.  :o  tocy.  7'. 

!<cesi  J*'*15  07  Utebl*  access  width  (dirt  and  gravel)  fro«  channel  to  RH  ties,  ticept  for  obit  nx  turns .  Obstructed  numreus 
places  by  power  line  supports  and  r#»l  element  tost  supports  straddle  fence;  6  -13'  fr*.  fence  to  support  pad.  r-5  usable  width 
iron  Support  to  ties  (see  not*-  4  ,to*c*  10).  narrowest  usable  eccen  width  fro*  Whitt ler  to  Am  is  6'.  free  4th  to  1st.  S',  fro*  1st 
to  the  Hoilyteod  fwy  ,  O'  (power  support  with  no  access  underneath),  and  from  the  fwy  to  H#c>.  f*. 

(V'  Sene  as  note  S  .  Beach  10. 
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vj)  Crossings 

Alhambra  Ave.  RR  Bridges  [2‘  AG):  Reaping  down  would  be  more  difficult,  because  the  top  R'  of  the  channel  is  vertical  Storm 
drain  inlet  in  |  wall  under  n  Bridge  wight  el  so  interfere  with  #  reap 
n  Main  St.  (G)  Busy  street. 

(D  Top  8-1?'  df  channel  is  vertical. 

(j )  C  sloe  access. 

H.CI  st.  to  n  Orldfjot  20'  uuOI.  .CC.lt  at.tli  <nm  to  tl.c  (Olrt).  V  It.  Or.lo  ,10„,  ,o.m»l  „„ 

SltMO  “  **  "*  P°""  V‘,H  !  •»*'  1>~  lOPPO-H  too  oblt.ut  t  tOO)  ■ 

»«  boid^s  to  «  Ml<f  10-  of  utoblo  Oldtb  frt*  foot,  to  MM.  Mr.  if  r»tOlb,»i  ..II  lH)  ,4„t  j.  .  p,„„ 

uodbr  thrbf  POWbT  1to«  lupoortl,  ooo  of  Mlcb  It  1ft  dtlMMl’y  to  to#  Mtb.  rooolrtog  .  thorp  pood  to  thf  tr|l7 
0  b  itd«  octoil 

Hoc,  !i  fo  »  brldjfl  I?-  Of  oi.blf  0CC.11  .fdto  fro.  roooofl  to  lip,  fd.„)  S  t»M  dr.10  flpo,  d.00.1  VtOM  00.1 

.odor  4  pto.r  !  toe  lupportt  too  obstruct  too) .  ^ 

»«  br.dgel  Ocrett  I,  obl,r„  tfd  for  tbOtjt  2S0'  10  tM  I rff  of  to.  Orl.g.1  b,  -Hit  .04  r.,1  »,.« 

RR  bridges  to  n  tom  no  ac  ess.  Space  beside  channel  is  used  for  parsing 
®  S.M  11  note  S  .  Reacn  |C. 

E  large  a"Cu«t  of  industry  both  side',  of  channel  Good  potent'*1  for  bicycle  tr*«$o«  **t»o« 
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■  R*.*.5.h - - -  Channel _  **  Access  J>n<t  or  wall  Adjacent  use  Appeal  Photographs 

13.  N  tom  st.  Jr.*  $  f  Q5  *0w  no  RR  — - 

_  l°  Sides  C  '  Channel  y»<  75*® 

Ml.r  st.  00  8r  SO, to.  (.  U  “  -  TWlffi  >3 - W -  2 

Survey  Notes  ~ 1 - 

<3j  Crossings: 

.  **"  I"*'-  *  '0"9  n«*0,e  ,0  tbf  ;  pod  W  Doet  ool  ob,tr„,t  .  nor  tun  nu,_,t  ooitruct, 

««•'  1  b-  "0  st  on  f  V*.  .boo.  V  tlrorooc.  t,  oMtrJt.*” 

Broadway  Well  above  grade,  tioes  not  obstruct  access  on  either  side 

Baker  st.  RR  8r  Marginal  access  underneath  on  W  side  (7  clearance!  No  obstruction  on  »  side 
Q)  T&P  S-1S'  1*1  f  channel  is  vertice). 

®  Li^!n5CJb!truft«SCm0m2!!!l1!  nil"4  rdth  §nd  9r,v*‘!  from  ch•'w’e,  10  "*  ^-P-  obstructions.  Obstruct*  or 

Scr ino  is  et**. **>tx>rti  and  r,n  eguipwert  Narrowest  usable  access  width  from  N  torn  to 

S^^ng  is  5  .  fmw,  Spring  t0  eroadway.  C  (obstructed  by  power  support  and  large  co.«  rete  biork).  a*-  frow  Imadway  to  the  Baker  St 

®  M  side  access 

"■  oo*ftploco*>(powo,  l,*“2Ji5,SltS5Ur  ”  ”  "**  ld"’  . . .  »«  Wlloblf  ,0 

'"'i!12po‘r,BSl?".'1,oo?'  W  '»'«0bOM  P01.1  'd.-f  Hor.OMU  rl.blf  .rr.l,  „Jtb  „  y  {mtr 

'"fir'LS  obilrur t loo) '  *“M*  "«*  *'«  W<rtl  M-ro-tt  .1.0,,  .Idtb  I,  12' 

(j-  Same  as  note  S  .  Reach  10 
[fi  Seine  as  note  6  ,  Reach  u 


Narrowest  usable  access  width  is  1?' 
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^e?  the  w  »!!  p“.!l!rnr*  '’T^I  ^  **  “  **  »row  San  fernaMo  M  Br  .  which  M>, 

fSTtSv-r,:  o, ;« r  r f  "  •*  oM,r“'-rd  ->  ^ <*< oo„^,.d 

?lr,”  4,r  IG)  m""‘"  *«•"  Ob  »  lido  UbOfr  . . .  Ir  ,  .nd  on  I  Hdf  .odf-  Jt  *r 

rigofro.  11  <«)  ««.!,  H  001  obtlruttr,  „„  ,M  .  ,IW,  .l.lou,  „  .bpp,  ,0  rp.  ^  to.  OrldM  boMY.,  Ml 

niiwerous  culcwms  and  dart  cavernous  spaces  These  sheltered  areas  are  freguentrfi  by  transients  fVtential  safety  problems 

Access  u  obstructed  under  the  i  end  of  tnP  bridge  by  relit  leading  to  the  San  rern*r,dd  Rd  BR  bridge.  9 

®  Channel  is  vertical  from  just  s  of  the  Pasadena  fwy  to  Just  W  of  thg  Golden  State  »wy 
®  E  "de  access 

Nk*:  '*  ”  At£'sl  “  •*'»»■««»•<  H  Of  the  M  by  s  power  line  supper,  5-  access  width  (with  §•  clearancel 

nf  riarT/i^f  <  ’  l"W'!  <0  ,0'  U“6'*  ,CC"«  •*«»  '*"C€  to  W  t  les  f0r  S  half  0*  PPK*  Tffif 

,  1?  U7*  tr  "»r#  of  «»«b1e  access  until  the  Ar.„ro  seto  channel  rue  channel  inlet  obstructs 

0  '**  >a»4d#na  rwy.  Br  Re  crosses  inlet,  but  ROM  access  deadends  at  mlet  oostruc ts 

R»s*dena  fwy  to  t  >guert»a  St  ?0'  uieble  access  fence  to  ties  (dirt  and  graven 
Mgueroa  St  to  Golden  State  fwy  U'  access  road  (dirt) 
i  *  side  access 

'“rJOr..",.'0  .iH'  !1‘10'  <rm  >»  I  In  l«"!|  . Ilf  Obtlrut  If  d  1  plftft  b.  Hr  1>». 

suopor.s  (4  usabU  width,  suppnrf  to  nes,  support  to  fence-,  no  access  .mder  suppor’si  * 

*“JTcS?f«J  41  *'  "Wnlt  Idf  (Ml  ffotf  to  IlOf  ol  -  oof  .Idtb  .1  CbMtnrtM  „  S-  „  Of,  pp„, 

>*  to  wn .mil  ’-r  n  i»  fw  to  ilon  fr.  Hop-  .  n*  ,.,m,  «c  to  to.  oditcM  umi 

'  t  '  ’.’jn*  »'<»»  Ibf  Hon  tool  inpnrt  (M  .tint,  fbrtf  OfOrbinp,  in  att.ll  ••..  for  Kl  oi  toil  dtlUbct 

The  cnirf%*s  and  overhang  provide  sheltered  spaces  which  #r*  freguanted  By  transients.  Potential  safety  problems 
Jy  '*"*  as  Reach  10 

$)  ROW  i*  fenced  only  from  'igueroa  St  to  the  Goldm  State  »wy  on  the  f  tide 

A 1- 1 1 


i  constricted  to  S'  at  on#  point 
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Cross  in«: 

Glendale  Fwy  ( AG )  Ho  obstruct ion  elthtr  side 

Fletcher  tV.  (61,  GienOil#  Bird  (6j  Ramps  used  to  cross  under  the**  bridges  would  be  longer  then  normal;  therq  It  no  M  tide 
*>n  access  H  of  Fletcher  Dr  for  the  first  NO’,  and  access  roods  l mo  to  the  Glendale  Fwy  fron  the  M  on  both  sides  of  the 
•tin  bridge  Both  carry  heavy  traffic 

2  Concrete.  except  in  the  following  pieces. 

f  side  RR  t’xim  dOO  s  of  Golds*  State  fwy.  to  opposite  lirtdele  St.  and  from  Fletcher  Dr  to  Glendale  Bird 

•  side  Rfi  '-om  6 00'  *.  of  <k>lde«  State  Fwy  to  C'endele  fwy. 

J  t  s'de  access 

Access  road  is  in  moderately  good  conditon.  Sore  bed  spots.  Qrlfttq  dirt  covers  such  of  road 

Golden  state  Fwy  to  Glendale  Fry  •  Access  passes  <eider  power  line  Supports-  ho  obstruction.  b  Nimmrout  dips  m  n»*d 
because  of  s ia il oi.  dr«in  inlets  These  would  need  to  be  bridged  over  for  a  trail,  c  Access  rood  enters  rail  yard  approxi¬ 
mately  opposite  Dallas  St  and  follows  paved  road  Inslda  yard  for  about  900’.  then  drops  bac«  down  into  channel  RON  for  remainder 
of  distance. 

G'rndale  fey  to  Fletcher  Dr  V)'  vacant  strip  between  access  road  and  street  to  h. 

A  w  side  access 

ftoderately  good  condition.  Some  bad  spots,  especial?  fro*  Glendale  fey.  to  Fletcher 

Golden  state  fwy  to  Glendale  Fwy  s aw  as  3b  awive. 

Hatcher  Or  to  Glenda >  Bird.  Seme  as  3a  above  ho  access  road  first  200  Hof  Fletcher  Crystal  St  is  adjacent  to  channel 

for  th*s  distance 

5  Hmerous  oreats.  holes  »"  fence  fro«  Golden  State  Fwy.  to  Glendale  Fwy.  (it  side). 

b  Rcs*»pl«  adiacent  use  conflicts 

£  side  Sf  and  NF  housing  fro*  Petite  Ct.  (1/4  ■! le  N  of  Fletcher}  to  Glendale  Bird.  Lot  of  broken  glass,  rubbish  in  access  road 

behind  apartarnt  houses  near  Acresit#  St.  Single  family  housing  level  with  RON ,  separated  by  cha‘r  link  and  shrubs. 

a  side  SF  housing  from  Golden  State  Fwy  to  Riverdtle  St.  (3/4  *11%  to  R).  Beck  yardi  sane  elevation  to  1*  higher  then  access 

road,  separated  mo.tly  by  chain  link.  wood  slat  fences,  vines,  eng  shrubs 

F  At  :h «  time  of  the  Survey,  the  river  bottom  •"  this  reach  had  flowino  water  and  a  full  growth  of  lush  vegetation,  as  well  as  rocks, 
bOuHers.  and  -stands  ’ne  scenic  appearance  of  the  riv«r  bottom  considerably  softened  the  less  aesthetic  effects  of  the  concrete 
charnel  walls  and  of  adjacent  areas  with  l*ttle  visual  appeal  such  as  the  rail  yards.  The  sound  of  the  flowing  water  also  added 
appeal,  though  this  was  reduced  somewhat  by  freeway  noise. 
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-J,‘  crossing*  and  .«Iets 

>04  *eni  Bird  nea,,  traffic 

r  ’orado  St  f»,  *.t  Dost  rue  t  s  C  side  only  O’  »G,  £  side)  tunn*i  under  u  side  (AG'» 
fer-tur*  Fwy  (AG;  Joes  rot  obstruct  access. 

verdugo  Mash  Interrupts  access  on  £  side  at  Ventura  Fwy.  bridge.  ?00'  span  at  confluence  Harrows  to  80'  at  San  Fernando  Rd. 
crossinq  ’00'  to  t 

&  Ve-Mcal  channe1  with  fe^ed  sides  under  .  ,«  *  el  I  *  bridge  and  from  1/8  atle  S  of  Ventura  fwy  to  Ventura  Fwy 
j/'  B’C  rjp.  fveept  'n  *h«  4o  lowing  plates 

F  side  Concrete  from  3/8  wile  5  of  Ventura  Fwy.  to  Ventura  Fwy. 

w  s'de  Concrete  free  Glendale  0'vd  to  tos  Felly  aid  fro*  Colorado  Fwy.  E»t.  to  Ventu- j  Fwy 

4)  F  s ‘ -ie  access  Ac  ass  roao  passes  under  power  line  supports  from  Los  Felly  to  Ventura  Fwy  ho  obstruction  except  at  one  pole  between 
o'  -M*!  and  Ven'ura  Fwy  .  pule  straddles  HON  fence,  restricts  access  width  to  6'  Paved  access  road  ends  1/8  «11»  S  of  Ventura  Fwy.-, 
d- - •  *o  h  of  th*  s  point 

i  »  >  *r  accass  Road  ic  ir  poor  condition  in  a  few  places,  especially  fro*  Glendale  |1*d  to  los  Felly  rirt  last  1/4  wile  S  of 

ffr-tur.-  ‘wy 
'f,  Sdjaier1  uses 
f  i'.de 

r,'endale  P;vd  -los  Feli*.  SF  houses,  level  with  RON,  separated  by  chain  link  fence,  vines,  shrubs  Small  park  S  of  los  Felly. 

Good  potential  rest  Stop 

los  F*l  ly  Colorado  i  »y  £xt  Golf  course,  private  equestrian  facilities,  park,  city  aw  >  n  t  enenc  e  yard,  water  reclamation  plant, 
Ight  industry 

o  vado  ‘wy  fvt  Ventura  fwy  i  ight  -nduvtry  office  complex. 

■  sue  60'  vacant  -.tup  between  acc'-ss  road  and  RON  fence  from  G’endale  Blvd  to  1/4  wile  h  Hemed  open  strip  separates  RCAi 
'  >m  'r^vwa t  fo*  xi-si  (•*  'face 

l  AS  nr.te  .  Ream  |6  Views  of  Griffith  Park  h'lls  and  Verdugo  Mounts'"*  to  H . 

iar-j*  pr-yate  equestrian  cnmple*  border*.  -nannei  RCw  from  Kigali  St.  to  Atwater  Park  (N  of  los  fell/)  There  are  several  dirt  equestrian 
■-a-"(  .  nto  the  invert  between  tos  Feiiy  anti  ro’orano  ‘wy  (it  ,  and  equestriins  present:,  r‘ie  >r.  the  m,Ki  An  equestrian  tunnel 
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T,  F'ov. ‘ngs  and  ''>!•. 

■'•e  Suihanx  La  -.tern  Charnel  and  an  Rt:-'  wide  surface  drain  Inlet  cause  breaks  in  the  h  channel  wall  rear  Flower  SI  Neither  is  a 
signlfica-f  npstrv  non  (see  4  ) 

■jo' den  stair  Fwy  AGi.  Does  not  obstruct  access  o-  either  side 

A  jSO  -wide,  4  c>‘cp  ru'uut  interrupts  the  access  mad  on  the  h  side  about  500  F  of  Riverside  Dr  Not  a  serious  obstruction. 

0’»ervide  Dr  |uj  Moderately  busy 

P j'benfc  Nestern  inierruots  access  on  n  *»de  Crossed  by  equestrien  bridge. 

vertura  Fwy  (3  *uj  '(bstructs  tw>im  sides  S  access  rqad  from  N  of  tht  Fwy.  continues  along  the  >wy  toward  Griffith  Perk.  An 
equestrian  tunnel  jn.jer  the  Fwy  a  short  distance  w  of  the  Fwy  crossing  connects  equestrian  trails  f  and  N  of  the  Fwy.  on  the 
H  side 

'p  f  side  Is  vertical  f w  verdugo  Nash  to  appru< inately  Burbank  leitem  initt.  N  side  if  traoeyoldat  for  tun  distance  except  for  a  short 
length  N  of  Ventura.  Channel  it  trapeyoldal  *<-o«  Burbank  [  inlet  to  lurbenA  Nestern  confluence,  vertical  M  of  this  point 

(J)  Riprap  from  Burbank  Fastern  inlet  to  600'  M  of  Golden  State  Fwy.  and  from  Rlvertidt  to  lurbant  Nestem  confluence  Concrete  otherwise 

( T  l/h  S'de  access  !G'  d'r»  road  from  f'-rdugo  Nash  to  Burbank  [inlet  Interrupted  far  ?S0’  distance  by  Burbank  Festem  and  ■  MM  Iter 

w*sK  inlet  Ho;  a  major  ni.strm'io"  there  is  e  large  paved  area  between  the  BON  end  Flower  street  that  would  carry  a  trail  acrqss 

t*r  interrupted  distant  Trail  wopld  rw«p  down  througr  thd  smeller  inltt  B-12'  pe**d  N  of  this  point  un’il  interrupted  by  140'  cutout 
hn*ween  Gulden  -,'aie  Fwy  an<i  Rivtrstde  (4  deep}  Mot  a  major  obstruction;  can  be  ramped  down  through.  '>•  paved  from  coutout  to  NO' 

N  n*  Riverside  IT  dirt  irM  this  point  to  Burhenk  Nestern  confluence  and  from  confluence  to  Ventura  Fwy  (equestrian  trail) 

(.£'  Mf.  S'de  access  JO  d*rt  access  to  200'  H  oi  verdugo  Fwy  (t  end).  IJ-IB'  paved  frb*  this  point  to  ?D0'  M  of  Miverside  Dr.  15  dirt 
‘►im  Riverside  *5  400'  f  Ventura  fwy  'equestrian  trail)  Large  open  dirt  space  90'  w»de  reneindet  of  distance  to  Ventura  *wy 
•b,  'ha-mel  sides  fenced  along  vertical  sections 

;Fj  Thei ■■  ar*  numerous  eques»*ian  facilities  along  the  h  side  ef  the  *<*i  fro*  Riverside  Drive  to  venture  Fwy  (n  end)  there  are  bridle 
3etn-.  along  both  side*  o»  -he  channel,  dfrt  eqweitrfan  ramps  Into  the  invert,  agwesfr'an  bridges  etross  Burbank  Nestern  and  across  the 
■  is  -nqelts  «iv»'  at  Mariposa  St  .  md  a  tunnel  under  the  Ventura  Fwy  s  of  ifcrlposa  St  «c<"nect*ng  to  trails  in  Griffith  Pari.  A**> 
rf  *».e  reach  receives  e» tensive  equestrian  use 

(j)  Awmal  4  from  Vr-dugc,  u*sh  to  furben*  faster" .  J  from  Burbank  f  ta  Riverside.  7  N  of  Riverside 
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Survey  Notts 

0  Crossings  and  inlets 

Saiall  inlet  (18‘  wide,  6'  deep)  Interrupts  access  on  s  side  at  Buena  Vista. 

Barham  81  vd.  (10'  AG):  Obstructs  S  side  only  4‘  access  width  on  s  sid*  unde*-  bridge.  Busy  street. 

(|)  Bottom  has  20'  concrete  paved  strip  along  each  side,  unpaved  In  center,  to  approximately  Buena  vista.  Concrete  with  low-flow  channel 
from  Buena  Vista  to  Barham 

Q)  *  side  access:  1 5 *  equestrafn  trail  from  Ventrua  fwy.  (enters  through  tunnel  under  Fwy. )  to  Catalina  St.,  12'  dirt  road  from  Catalina 
to  Burbank  Studios  No  access  permitted  through  Burbank  Studio  lot;  access  area  Is  used  for  parking. 

5  SQ-100'  dir:  open  area  from  S  accass  road  to  ROW  fence.  Becomes  steep  slope  towa-d  Barham,  but  flit  and  usable  farther  to  t. 

*5'  Equestrian  trail  on  N  side  has  only  a  rail  at  ROW  edge.  Heavy  shrubs  along  H  ROW  from  Catalina  to  Burbank  Studios. 

J>J  Buera  Vista  Park  Is  adjacent  on  n  side  from  Buena  Vista  to  Catalina  (OS),  Burban«  studios  (B>  adjacent  [  of  Barham  on  h  side. 

C 2 )  Good  views  of  hills  to  S.  distant  mountains  to  RE.  freeway  noise. 
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19.  Barham  Blvd. 
to 

Lankershim  B1 vd. 

TG  24  B4  to  23  F4 
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Survey  Notes 
])  Crossings 

lankersnim  B1  vd./Cahuenga  Blvd.  (G): 


Streets  intersect  over  channel,  cover  channel  for  ISC'  on  H  side,  100’  on  s  side. 


Heavy  traffic 


2)  l  side  access  area  is  used  for  parking  for  first  450'  W  of  Barham.  Past  this  point  the  Lakeside  Country  Club  comes  to  the  edge  of  the 
channel;  no  RCM  access  Is  permuted  through  the  club,  but  the  space  is  unobstructed. 


3  14*  dirt  road  first  half  of  reach.  W  half  of  reach  is  used  by  Universal  Studios  :o  edge  of  channel .  Equipment  Is  stored  on  access  area 

for  part  of  distance,  remainder  used  for  parking. 
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20  Lankershim  Blvd. 
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Radford  St. 
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(T)  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Hollywood  fwy.  (G) 

Vineland  Av  (S’  AG);  Moderately  busy. 

Tujunga  Av.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Tujunga  Wash  inlet  obstructs  N  side  access. 

Colfax  Av.  (AG):  Does  not  obstruct  either  side. 

Radford  St.  (G);  light  traffic. 

0  10'  access  width  from  lankershim  to  fwy.  and  from  Tujunga  to  Colfax.  20’  or  wider  otherwise. 

(j)  II ’  paved  from  Lankershim  to  fwy.;  JO'  dirt  from  fwy.  to  Vineland;  20'  dirt.  Vine 'and  to  Tujunga.  II'  paved  plus  8’  dirt,  Tujunga  to 
Colfax;  20‘  dirt  Colfax  to  Radford. 

(?)  ROW  fenced  only  between  Lankershim  and  Hollywood  fwy. 

. 5j  Scattered  3F  housing,  both  sides,  along  much  cf  reach.  Houses  are  generally  set  -ell  back  from  tne  channel  and  separated  by  10'-?0‘ 
of  grade  change  and  steep  embankments .  7be>-e  are  a  few  fences  and  heavy  shrybr  »n  son*  places  between  houses  and  channel. 
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21.  Radford  St. 
to 

Coldwater  Canyon  Av 
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1V-20'  dirt  j 

Channel  Yes 
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•t. 

Sur.ey  Notes 


'J)  Crossings  and  mints 

laurel  Can/on  Blvd  "»)•  Very  busy  street.  Inlet  enters  under  r,  side  of  bn  doe;  no  tunnel  possible  on  S  side 
Whirsett  Av.  (G) ■  Moderately  busy 
Colrtwater  Canyon  Av  'G'  Busy  street 

JO  Commercial  strip  separated  from  channel  bow  by  small  street  Includes  dell,  restaurants,  savings  and  loan,  ice  cream  shop,  small 
shopping  center.  Good  opportunity  for  trail -oriented  cownerc la!  fa<  llitles. 
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dlitar.e  for  t  tunnel 

Access  space  on  *  s-dt  M(«t«  Suitor*  an.;  Moorpark  H  obstructed  bf  *  "i^ber  Of  trees  anti  shrubs  that  xiula  roovlr*  re*o*al 
SO*  r  were  tC  tX  used 

*»t  *ouS#  only,  4  -fc 1  higher  then  »0M,  separated  by  shrubs. 


Se«:" 

Channel 

RTT 

|  ROM  Access 

|  Fence  or  Walt 

F  =  =3* 

Adjacent  Use 

|  Photographs 

2i  Mooruar*  St 

Vert. 

S'dea  C 

1 - 

1  M 

[  I?'  ® 

res 

Channel  ?#i 

j 

C.  F  J 

j  *«*•' 

UMJ6 

tertura  iwy 

•i.  ;a  .  t 

fiotto*  C 

S  j 

j  1?'  dirt  rd. 

iKehne^  Tes 

ROM  d 

w,\.  1 

W»e.  Motes 


X  Crossings  anti  Inlets 

woodnan  Av  (6):  Busy  street,  funnel  not  possible  on  either  sloe  because  of  -nlets  f  of  the  triage. 

neteUlne  ®v  {6;  Busy  street  ’unn*l  under  street  Is  not  possible  on  either  side  beci.se  rf  inlets  just  f  of  th*  bridge 
.entjre  f-v  i  AG;  Tne  freeway  itself  does  not  ob>tntct  access  on  either  i fa*  The  space  under  the  freeway  on  the  fr  side,  howeve 
’>  useo  ‘or  RV  storage  ! ewrlel  1 .  and  Is  not  passable.  An  eccess  ram?  to  the  Inverr  obstructs  access  under  the  fey  on  the 

.  sue  wij#) 

-i>  !a»ed  'roe  woodaan  ti,  Coleath  (poor  condition)  Dirt  otherwise  Access  narrows  to  r  at  one  point  ?'  retaining  Mil  needed  lest 
. >0  c  *ia«*elt;/*r  .sloping  side' 

T)  »a  t'jn  H)orpar*  to  aoodMn.  Slier*  length  of  fence  E  of  Maaeltlne.  Shrubs  otherwise. 

!_*]  *1  nous' ng,  h  sue.  \!7  distance  fro*  Moorpark  to  Mood*an.  6  -8'  higher  than  ROw ,  separated  by  chain  link  and  wood  fences,  shrubs. 
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vl  »ross,,,g>  and  *nt*«* 

,»P  Sti.s  ?1»0  o)  i >,>/  street  furre’  under  St  30  s  Sice  wow'd  be  difflfi.it  hecauie  of  inlet  near  bridge. 

A,e  Mode' ately  bus*  street  Mo  tunnel  possible  o«  S  Ude  because  o'  inlet  at  bridge 

srgr  ;  .pes  :«nss  .  nannei  4t  Nor  .r  St  Obstruct  **  s*de  only  Met  a  M)Or  prob’rw.  low-traffic  street  is  adjacent  to  channel  on 
jebu’.eoa  nlv<:  ■  '  ■  Bus.  st'er’. 

'rn.ee  adjacent  to  enlist  flog  ana  along  SF  frO*  ka«  Muys  to  Cedros  targe  jnruts  otnervse 
[3.  . tfrge  sn» ub$  *-**■  .ester  •  e(h/:re<ia  fenced  other..*# 

T  »o.a.#rt  use,.  H  .  Je  Sunmsc  81dg  (8)  a  of  Tentura  Si  from  Sunkisl  Bldg  tn  .,!«ier.  6  -|0  higher  than  ROM.  separated  by 

stir^s*  v  'j  Vnc  needed  Sf  from  va«  •»„»*  to  Ce<jr0s  e»cept  8  f  tan  huvs.  8  ni^nrr  tn*n  bom.  separated  by  chain  link  fence. 
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0  Crossings  and  inlets. 

White  Oas  Awe,  (G':  Moderately  busy, 
lindley  Awe.  (G)-.  Moderately  bus.. 

Caballero  >eefc  inlet  blocks  S  si  e  a«<:ess. 
victory  01 vd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Reseda  Bled.  (G)  Busy  street. 

Ali so  Creek  inlet  blocks  A  side  access. 

Wilbur  Ave  f G J •  Moderately  busy. 

0  Width  of  l.A.  River  narrows  from  approximately  100’  to  SO1. 

Q)  No  paved  access  road  between  victory  and  Reseda,  park  extends  to  edge  of  channel .  no  obstructions  along  edge  of  channel. 
HT  Single  family  homes  in  this  reach  are  at  same  level  as  access  road,  usually  screened  by  shrubbery  or  block  walls. 


Reach 

[  Channel  | 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  wall  1 

Ad: 

latent  Jse 

Appeal 

Photographs 

31.  Vllbur  fl.e. 
to 

Winnetka  Ave 

TG  J4  85  to  12  f 4 

i.  " 

N 

10'  paved 

ROW  res 

Channel  ho 

Sf 

S.  nr.  oii; 

4 

180-185 

S 

10'  paved 

Channel  ho 

ROW  Yes 

vQ).  hi.  c 

Survey  Notes 

0  Crossings: 

Tampa  Ave  (G)  Moderately  busy. 

Corbin  Ave.  (G } .  Moderately  busy, 

Winnetka  Ave.  (G) :  Busy  street. 

£  Other  adjacent  use  is  mobile  home  park 

LiD  Single  family  homes  in  this  reach  are  set  approximately  10’  above  channel,  ususa'l  separated  by  block  walls  and  shrubs. 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

I  ROW  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjacent  'ise 

Appeal 

Photographs 

32.  Winnetka  Ave. 
to 

Arroyo  Calabasas 

TG  12  F4  to  C4 

rrap. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  f,  IF0 

N 

jlO '  paved 

ROW  Ye* 

Channel  ^ 

srfS.  Ml.  : 

4 

186-198 

s 

1 10'  paved 

I.  _  t 

Channel  ho 

ROW  Yes 

srlsj.  hf.“ 

Survey  Notes 


0  Crossings  &  inlets: 

Vanowen  St.  (G):  Moderately  busy  traffic. 

Mason  St.  (G) :  Moderately  busy  traffic 
Brown's  Canyon  inlet  obstructs  N  side. 

De  Soto  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Canoga  Awe.  (G):  Busy  street.  RR  bridge  crosses  just  L  of  Canoga. 

Owensmouth  Ave  (G):  light  traffic. 

Bell  Creek/Arroyo  Calabasas  Inlets  obstruct  both  sides. 

0  low  flow  only  as  far  as  Brown  Creek. 

0  Channel  becomes  vertical  at  Owensmouth. 

(Tj  5F  homes  between  Winnetka  Av«.  and  D«  Soto  Ave.  are  at  same  level  as  access  road,  usually  set  back  from  channel  and  screened  by 
walls  or  shruboery 

3  ^  homes  between  winnetka  Ave.  and  vanowen  St.  are  at  same  level  as  access  road  ’.eparated  by  chain  link  fences  and  scattered 

Shrubbery 


BELL  CREEK  SOUTH  FORK  MAP  4b 
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ROv  *es 
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^urvfj  Notes 

Crossings  and  m’en 

Toounga  iyr  5 1  u»"  it,  ,e-  ,  busy 
'■hOuO  Ave.  '  '  ,  h.'y 

‘.^at  .worth  '  «ee»  Tie?  rt.'.t-  ,:»s  u  side 
f.i  U  brook  A,e  f, '  r»r.v. 

Matt  Ave  .  ■  ve»  y  ro  . 

k  iMe»  .ircle  Btvd  '  ,  ’  •to'lera'ely  !«,\y. 

’he  South  !•.■»  c '  ;»  :■  . .  w ■  «'.t  sw>  v«  *•  -j  ’ne» e  is  .-.jciie  ari>-ss 

r  totr  Sid?"  *  »hp  ence  *.•*!•  »  r e»-k 
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CABALLERO  CREEK  MAP  5a 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

feme  or  Wall 

Adjacent  use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

1.  LOS  Angeles  River 
to 

Erwin  St. 

TG  14  C5 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

1 

10'  paved 

ROW  ves 

Channel  fat 

sf 

1 

?0» -20? 

W 

10‘  paved 

Channel  Tt* 

ROW  yts 

9  3 

Survey  Hotes 
0  Crossings 

Erwin  St.  <G) :  Light  traffic. 


[7)  sf  homes  adjacent  to  channel,  separated  by  6'  concrete  block  wall  and  narrow  yards  Interior  0f  houses  and  yards  are  visible  from 
access  road 


Reach 

Channel 

*.  1  *ie 

[  ROW  Access  1 

Fent e  or  Wall 

Adjacent  use  | 

Appeal 

Photographs 

2.  Frwln  St . 
to 

t<*nard  St. 

TG  1«  C5 

Vert . 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

■ 

IV  dir' 

1 

BO-  ves 

Channe’  t«s 

»3 

1 

203-208 

u 

15’  Jlrj 

fa 

Channel  Yes 

ROW  Yes 

■>f  a 

Surrey  Notes 


CD  Crossings: 

Calvert  St  (6):  tight  traffic. 

Topham  St.  (G).  Light  Irafflc 
KR  Tracks  (G) 

Oxnard  St.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

r 2l  h  of  lophem  St.  the  access  road  on  the  [  side  of  channel  Is  obstructed  by  cars  parked  on  a  paved  area 

131  $F  housing  adjacent  to  channel,  separated  by  6'  concrete  block  walls  or  chain  link  fances  and  narrow  yards,  interiors  of  houses  and 
yards  are  visible  from  access  road. 

0  The  three  streets  and  one  set  of  railroad  tracks,  together  with  the  interrupted  access  on  the  [  side  between  Calvert  and  Tophaa 
constitute  a  major  obstruction.  ' 


Reach  | 

[  Channel  | 

Tide] 

row  Access 

fence  or  Wall  "] 

Adjacent  use  j 

Appea »  j 

Photographs 

3  Oxnard  St. 
to 

Ventura  fwy. 

TG  14  16 

Vert.  1 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

E 

None  _ 

<2> 

ROW  No 

Channel  yes 

"^3  1 

1 

3  | 

_ 1 

206-209 

w 

_ , 

Channel  ^0 

ROW  res  1 

SF^jj.  MF 

_ _ 1 

Survey  Hotes 


0  Crossings: 

Burbank  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  traffic. 

Ventura  fwy.  (G) 

0  Channel  partially  covered  between  Oxnard  St.  and  Burbank  Blvd.  Access  otherwise  obstructed  by  residences. 
1  3i  SF  homes  adjacent  to  channel  at  same  level,  partially  screened  by  vegetation  ho  privacy  problems. 


Reach 

[  Channel 

Side] 

ROW  Access 

fence  or  wall  j 

Adjacent  use  j 

Appeel  | 

Photographs 

4.  Ventura  fwy. 
to 

Tarzana  Or. 

TG  14  C6  to  21  C2 

fvert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

I 

15"  dirt 

ROW  Yes 

Channel  yBl 

if  i?j;  w,  c  1 

3  j 

*10-211 

U 

IS'  dirt 
PQflt-SBfldHlBP 

Channel  vet 

ROW  res 

Sf  E).  fif,  c 

Survey  Notes 


0  Crossings 

Klllion  St.  (G):  light  t*affk 
Ventura  Blvd.  IG)  Heavy  traffic 
Taryana  Or.  (G):  light  traffic- 

f?]  Sf  homes  are  adjacent  to  ihannel  at  the  same  level,  usually  screened  by  vegetation  arp  block  wails  ho  privacy  problems. 


Reach 

Channel 

'  ide 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjatent  use 

[  Appea 1 

Photographs 

T arcana  Or. 
to 

Avenida  Orient* 

TG  21  4B  to  ?(. 

fe»  t 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

_ _ 

! 

•J! 

Row  n0 

Channel  yes 

'i(  4 

S 

W 

Cm 

Channel  ret 

ROW  No 

os 

Survey  hotes 


j  rross'ngs 

Reseda  Blvd.  { 0 ) -  Crosses  channel  twice,  light  traffic. 

'.£•  E  access  is  restricted  by  11  Caballero  Country  Club,  but  there  a-e  no  physical  obstruct  10ns 
3  w  access  partially  obstru.«o.j  by  Reseda  Blvd. 

4]  Channel  becomes  t  natural  stream  S  of  AveniJe  Orient*. 


ARROYO  CALABASAS  MAP  5b 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjacent  use  ^ 

Appea 1 

Photogr4pns 

1.  LoS  Angeles  River 
to 

Ventura  f*y 

TG  12  C4 

Vert 

Sides  C 

Put  tom  C 

w 

* 

row  res 

Channel  yes 

3 

212.  213 

1 5 '  paved 

SL _ 

Channel  »es 

ROW  ves 

*■1  'M 

Survey  hotes 


0  i.ryss tnqs  and  1nle»s 

Vanuwen  St  l G;  Very  buw 
Topanga  Cyn  Blvd  (G1  very  busy 
Victory  Blvd  (Gj  fe*  y  busy 
Shoup  Ave.  ff, '  Ve>  v  fcu<* 
fallbrook  Ayr  {G'  V***  .  busy 

woodlaxe  Ave  ij,  ver*  t „sy 
Burbank  Blvd  (G‘  Ver ,  -^sy. 

Mar  ano  St  ((•'  i  «gnt  *-a<f1c 
Can/nnet  St  .  light  *.affir 
valley  rlrc’e  !>  tGj  very  busy 
Ventura  Fwy  <  G )  Major  obstruction 

0  Channel  Is  covered  by  a  shopping  center  parsing  lot  between  Vanowtn  and  T0P»rga  Canyon  Blvd 
>.j)  h»  access  IS  payed  for  no\t  of  reach  4'  dirt  from  Victory  to  fallbrook. 

0  'A  .td*  >s  narrow  but  passaoie  from  aoodiake  to  Mariano  $f  house  is  adjacent,  back  yard  comas  close  to  chant*!  mo  fencing 
between  yard  and  channel  fh»n*r  keeps  horses  in  yard 

2]  ‘  nfflvs'" g  adjacent.  both  v*jes,  for  most  of  reach  Improved  separation  needed  f r  seme  places 
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Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

1  Bell  Creek 

to 

Vert 

Sides  C 

ME 

15'  dirt 

Roscoe  Blvd. 

TG  12  B3 

bottoa  C 

l_2L 

S5’  dirt 

fine.  or  Will 

®  uT 

Channel  >u 
Channel  Yes 
**  t»« 


Adjacent  Ult 
SF,  OS 


|  Appeal  I  Photographs 


vjj  Crossings  «nd  inlets: 

May  (G):  Very  busy. 

Ssticoy  St.  (G):  Very  busy. 

Oayton  Creek  inlet  obstructs  west  side. 
Roscoe  Blvd  (6):  Very  busy. 


CHATSWORTH  CREEK  MAP  5c 


Channel 


Reach 


1  Chatswo'th  Creek 


Orcutt  Ranch  Park 
Tb  J 2  A 2  to  S  fl 


Adjacent  Use 


SF 


ROW  Access 


15’  dfrt 


Survey  Notes 

0  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Wood  lane  Ave.  (G):  Very  busy. 

Valley  Circle  Blvd.  <G):  Very  busy. 

Q)  Channel  ROW  is  covered  fo>  100*  a  short  distance  l  of  the  perk  by  3  bouses. 

(j)  natural  strew  through  park.  Channel  lied  frq»  perk  to  Velley  Circle. 

0  Channel  fenced  or  walled  tf  of  Woodlake.  ROW  fenced  or  walled  except  $  side  V  of  Woodlake. 
[j|  Justice  St  adjacent- -possible  alternate  route  for  trails 
(§)  Mot  surveyed  W  of  park. 


BROWNS  CREEK  MAP  6 


Reach _ 

1.  Los  Angeles  River 


Pjrihtnfd  St. 
TG  12  14 


Side  ROW  Access 
u  IS 1  dirt 


Survey  Motes 

0  Crossings  and  Inlets: 

Sherman  Way  (G):  Very  busy. 

Sat icoy  St  (G):  Very  busy. 

Rosecoe  Blvd.  (6):  Very  busy. 

OeSoto  Ave.  (G):  Very  busy. 

Var»el  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Santa  Susan#  Creek  inlet  obstructs  W  side. 
Par  then  la  St.  (G):  Very  busy. 


larthemi  St. 
to 

S'*>/Vv»  Fernando 
V j  .  i  <• ;  ■  wy . 

'■'<  6  bt  to  01 


j)  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Nordhoff  St.  (C«)  Ver>  busy. 

SPt  P.R.  (G) 

Lassen  St.  (G)  Very  busy. 

Carn.qa  Avf.  ( G ) :  Moderately  busy. 
Devonshire  St.  (G):  Very  busy 
Chatsworth  St.  (G):  Very  busy. 
Va'*el  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

S »jt»i ,  .an  Fernando  Valley  f*.  (G): 
(?)  f*i% tmg  Browns  Creek  Bike  Trail, 
d)  touting  Browns  Creek  Equestrian  Trail 
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|  Appeal  |  Photography 
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Channel 

side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjacent  Use  j 

Appeal 

Photographs 

1.  Los  Angeles  River 
to 

Wilbur  Ave. Debris  Basm 
TG  14  84 

Vert 

Sides  C 
bottom  C 

w 

di.t  <2) 

ROW  vet 

Channel  Vet 

OS.  SF.  OS.  1  i 

■  ■  J 

3 

217-221 

[ 

20'  ilrt  (J) 

Channel  ves 
row  res 

Sf.  DS,  SF.  OS  i 

_ ! 

Sunny  Notts 

0  Crossings  and  inlets 

Venom*  St.  (6):  Very  busy. 

Sherman  Key  (G):  Very  busy. 

Saticoy  St.  (G):  Very  busy. 

Strathern  St.  (G ) :  Very  busy. 

Hit  bur  Ave.  (G  j :  Very  buly. 

Roscoe  Blvd.  (G):  Very  busy. 

Parthenia  St.  ( G 1  -  Very  busy. 

Eddy  St.  RR  (G):  Very  busy. 

Debris  Basin 

0  No  access  road  on  west  side  between  Strathern  and  Wilbur  Ave. 
(D  Existing  linear  park  in  pcnrerline  easement. 


Reach 

Channel 

Side  1 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

2.  Wilbur  Ave. Debris  Basin 
to 

Allso  Debris  Basin 

TG  7  B5 

vert 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

w  I 

-inTFT - 

ROW  Yes 

JR""*1  V.i 

TTS? - 

4 

222-228 

E  i 

It’  dirt 

thannel  vct 
**  '«i _ 

SF.  C.  MF.  SF 

Survey  Notes 


0  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Nordhoff  St.  (G) :  Very  busy. 

Plummer  St.  (G):  Very  busy. 

Wilbur  Ave.  (G):  Very  busy. 

Wilbur  Crk.  inlet  enters  from  MW  Crossed  by  existing  footbridge. 

Lassen  St.  (G } :  Very  busy. 

Reseda  01 vd.  (G)  Very  busy. 

Devonshire  St.  (G):  very  busy. 

Chatsworth  St  <G) :  Very  busy. 

San  Fernando  Mission  Blvd.  (G):  Very  busy. 

0  Existing  undeveloped  park  site  at  confluence  of  Allso  Wash  and  Llmkiln  Cyn.  Wash,  opportunity  for  recroation  area, 
[j]  Existing  linear  park  in  powerline  easemnt 
0  Opportunity  for  recreational  use  in  existing  debris  basin. 


LIMEKILN  CREEK  MAP  7 


Reach 

|  Channel 

<ide 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjacent  Use 

8ppnl 

Photographs 

1.  Wilbur  Ave. Debris  Basin 
to 

Limekiln  Debris  Basin 

TO  »  Bfc 

1  vert 

1  <idns  f 
j  bottom  C 
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1S‘  dirt 

ROW  v«s 

Channel  yes 

1.  OS.  SF, 
os  . 
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229-233 
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15’  dirt 

Channel  Yes 

ROW  Yes 

I.  OS.  SF. 

OS 

Survey  Notes 

0  Crossings  and  inlets 

Tamp*  Ave.  ( G ) •  Very  .  r. y. 

CorMn  Ave .  (G).  Very  busy. 

Pluainer  V.  (0)'  Very  busy. 

Corbtn  Av«*.  (G)  Very  fc.Sy 
Lassen  '■t-  (G).  Very  bu'.v 
Devov.nire  St.  |M  Very  busy. 

(2,.1  lasemen  *s  1 0 ‘  wide  and  Steeply  sloped  i"  west  side  1  channel 
(7)  C'pp.jr  tun '  ty  in*  rerreat'onai  uses  <n  ef'.t-ng  debris  OiSin. 


WILBUR  CREEK  MAP  7 
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1.  AM  so  wasn 
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ROW  yet 

SF 

Survey  Notes 

0  Crossings  and  inlets 

Lassen  St.  (GJ-  Very  busy 
Devonshire  St.  U»)  Very  busy. 

Chatsworth  St.  (GJ :  Ve» ,  busy. 

0  Channel  is  covered  beyond  'ha’sworth  St  .  but  •  a semen  .  continues  between  single  fam*|y  residences  l  <y>  an  undrtenaintd  distance 
0  iasement  is  30  wide  on  earh  side  Outside  \V  slope-,  us  From  flat  area 
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(T)  Crossings: 

SPT  R.R.  (6): 

Victory  Blvd.  (6):  Busy  street. 

Vanowen  St.  (G»:  Busy  street. 

Shermn  My  (G):  Susy  street 
Satlcoy  St.  (C):  Busy  street 

($  Channel  is  vertical  under  victory,  partially  vertical  under  Vanomen,  Sharman  and  Satlcoy. 
(J,>  Channel  is  rip-rap  wit*  dirt  bottom  between  Los  Armies  River  and  Victory  Blvd. 
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1  Crossings: 

Stagg  St.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Roscoe  St  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

SPT  R.R.  (G) 

PartheMa  St.  (G)’  Busy  street. 

Hordhoff  St  ( G V.  Busy  street. 

Plimwer  St  /Hayvenhurst  Ave.  Intersection  (6)-  Busy  intersection. 

2  Channel  Is  trapevpidal  on  w  side  but  vertical  on  r  side  between  Stagg  and  Pluaarer;  becomes  partially  vertical  on  W  side  under  Stagg  and 
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I  Crossings  and  nlpl'. 

Granada  Inannel  inlet  obstructs  access  on  W  side 

lawn  St.  (G)  Busy  street 

Dev  -i, hire  ’,r  .  (G)  busy  street  . 

Chatswirth  St.  (G)  Busy  street. 

Colt  K  St  .  (G)  l  I<jhf  traff  K 

San  ferrardo  Mission  BTvrt.  (f.)  Busy  street. 
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i.i'M,  A»p  (G)  light  t»ulfi«. 

Rira'di  St  ({,)  l "us v  street 

inannrl  is  >  nvrred  bc/nnd  San  (irnandn  Mission  plvd  by  s.  hool  grounds  and  parking  lot.  resurfates  at  uihlc  Ave. 
.1  i  h<j/>ni»i  v»,i«.  no l  surveyed  beyond  Rinaldi  St 
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1 .  Los  Angeles  River 
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Crossings: 

Pipeline  crossing  partially  obstructs  both  sides  200'  S  of  Moorpark. 

Moorpark  St.  t'i >  Busy  street 
laurel  Canyon  Blvd.  (Gl*  Busy  stree*. 

K?)  Paved  from  confluence  to  Moorpark. 

[ 3|  SF  nousing  l  side.  Moorpark  to  laurel  jnyon.  Yards  10‘  higher  than  access  road.  Separated  by  chain  link,  vegetation. 

NOTE.  Si ngle-fami  1  y  hosing  is  adjacent  to  Tujuiig.  Mash  for  much  of  Its  tfngth.  PotootHl  ori.icv  conflicts  ore  not  IrWicatrt  on  tne 
map  because  of  the  frequency  with  which  they  occur. 
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Survey  Motes 
(T)  Crossings: 

Ventura  Fwy-  (AG):  Does  not  obstruct  either  side. 

Riverside  Dr./Whttsett  Ave.  Intersection  (G):  Busy  intersection.  Major  obstruction.  Tunnel  under  intersection  would  be  250'*. 

Magnolia  Blvd.  (6).  Busy  street 

Chandler  Blvd.  (c)  Divided  St.  with  RR  in  middle.  S  auto  bridge  and  RR  In  middle.  S  auto  bridge  and  RR  bridge  are  free-standing  over 
ROW;  no  tunnel  required.  N  auto  lanes  are  supported  within  ROW;  tunnel  would  be  required  to  cross  under. 

(?)  W  side  access  area*  1?’  wide  first  500*  h  of  Riverside. 

(3)  E  side  access  area  l?‘  wide  from  Ventura  fwy.  to  Riverside.  30'  wide  first  IOC*  h  n*  Riverside 
(4J  Sf  housing,  U  side 

Laurel  Canyon-R’verside  Yards  level  with  access  area,  separated  by  chain  link,  vegetation,  wood  slat  fences.  Potential  problems. 
Riverside  to  Magnolia:  Yards  level,  separated  by  concrete  block,  chain  link,  wood  slats,  vegetation.  Potential  problem. 

,s]  SF  housing,  E  side. 

Riverside  to  Magnolia;  Yards  level  with  access  area,  separated  by  chain  link,  vegetation.  Potential  problm. 

Magnolia  to  Chandler.  Yards  level,  separated  by  concrete  block. 
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Survey  Notes 

(T)  Crossings: 

Burbank  B1 vd ./Coldwater  Cyn.  Blvd.  Intersection  (G):  Busy  Intersection.  Major  obstruction.  Tunnel  under  intersection  would  be  about 
180'  Iona 

0*nard  <t.  (G):  Busy  Street. 

(?)  A  green  be  1 1  development  occupies  the  U  access  area  from  Chandler  to  Oxnard,  and  the  f.  acce'.s  area  from  Burbank  to  Oxnard  The  W  Side 
contains  a  dirt  hikinq  path,  and  the  [  . ide  a  paved  bicycle  path  and  a  rest  area  for  bicyclist »  A  wooden  bridge  connects  the  two  sides 

of  the  channel  f  of  l*  Valley  College  E  access  area  is  SO’  dirt  from  Chandler  to  Burbank. 

(3)  SF  housing,  l  side.  Chandler  to  Burbank  Yards  level  with  access  area,  separated  by  concrete  bln* 

(4  1  There  is  a  large  mural  on  the  M  side  of  the  channel  adjacent  to  Valley  College. 
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Survey  Motes 


(I \j  Crossings. 

Victory  8Nd.  <G|  f*u‘y  street. 

Ithel  St.  (G)  Moderately  busy  street  (entrance  to  shopping  center).  Tunnel  ( 7 '  wide,  8*  high)  under  t  side. 

Vanowen  St. /Fulton  Ave  Intersection  (G)-  Busy  intersection.  Major  obstruction.  Tunnel  under  intersection  would  be  200’* 
Sherman  Way  (G)  Busy  street. 


i  V 


o 


W  Slue  access  area  ?*> '  dirt  from  Victory  to  ffhel. 

E  side  Item  are,  60'  dirt,  no  p,vln<j  (or  (Oort  -nslanc,  N  of  0«n,rd.  het«,,n  Ethel  ,nn  ,  .nmn-n .  ,nd  part  to  Shrrman  \r  oared 
no  dirt  for  100  S  of  Sherman  10*  paved  ♦  40* -SO'  otherwise.  * 


SF  housing  along  mnst  of  W  side,  along  i  side  H  of  shopping  center  at  fthe) .  Yards  mostly  level  „,th  access  areas 
concretr  block,  chain  link,  vegetation,  wood  slats.  Potential  problems  in  several  places 
Possible  rest  area  S  Ithel  adjacent  to  s hupping  center 


separated  by 


Reach 

Channel 

era 

ROW  Access  [ 

cgzazm 

C2SEB1S9B1 

Photographs 

*i  She, m<in  Way 
to 

Satt.ry  St. 

If,  1*  ■  T 

Vert 

Side',  t 

Bottom  i 

m 

(2) 

i9Ki 

iS 

3 

□ 

® 

IWl 

f.  sf  [*1.  l> 

'•  jryey  Notes 


;  CM'S  inqs 

Si  1  RR  (Gi 

'•alicoy  ’•  («V.  busy  street 

w  side  access  arc.,  JO  dirt  ISO'  v  >  f  She  nr  an,  JO'  dirf  tn  PR,  20  paved  from  RR  to  Set  ieny  mad  as  drive  by  adiao'nt  industry  from 
RR  tn  Sat i coy 

I  \  f  Si^e  access  area  10'  payri  ♦  8  dirt  for  ?00  .  \<"  paved  •  BO*  dirt  remainder  of  distance  to  RR,  1?*  paved  from  •«  to  Satico*  Used 
as  drive  bv  ad  lat  ent  office  1*--w  RR  tn  Satlcoy 

■ sr  boi,,'ng,  F  sid*.  Sherman  to  RR  Yard  4'  hlqher  than  access  area,  separated  by  chain  link,  wood  slats,  vegetation 
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TUJUNGA  WASH  MAP  9b 


CO  Crossings  inlet* 

Camara  St  (6):  Moderately  bu*y . 

Roscoe  Blvd.  (6):  Busy  street . 

Pacoima  Wash  inlet  obstructs  access  on  w  side 
Arleta  Ave  (6).  Moderately  busy. 

Golden  State  fwy .  Mam  bridge  (AG)  does  not  obstruct  either  side.  E*1t  ramp  to  S  (G)  obstructs  both  sides, 
laurel  Cyn  Blvd.  (G);  Busy  street. 

(X;  b  side  access  area:  S0'-60'  dirt  except  in  the  following  placet:  10*  paved  ♦  40'  dirt  last  300‘  S  of  Cantara;  10’  paved.  Roscoe  to  Canterbury 
(Canterbury  does  not  cross  channel);  10 ‘  paved  ♦  25‘  dirt  N  of  Canterbury;  50'-60'  dirt  fro*  S  of  Arleta  to  Legrel  Cyn. 

(5)  i  side  access  area:  60'  dirt  *  of  Sttlcoy;  10'  paved  ♦  40‘  dirt  last  300‘  $  of  Cantara;  8  paved  +  S'  dirt,  Cantara  to  Roscoe;  10'  paved  ♦ 

40' -SO'  dirt,  reminder  of  distance. 

S  SF  noosing:  Both  sides,  Satlcoy  to  Cantara;  w  side,  Cantara  to  Aoacoe;  w  side.  Arleta  to  laurel  Cyn.  fardt  level  with  access  area 
Potential  problaaa  In  a  member  of  places. 


0  Crossings: 

-an  Fernando  Rd.  and  SP  RR  Sad  Fernando  brldje  obstructs  w  .Ida  o«l,.  RR  obstruct,  both  sldts.  Tracks  art  10'  abort  ROM  lew)  on 
embankment,  easy  to  tunnel  unde^.  Busy  street. 

Glenoaks  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Hansen  Dam  End  of  channel. 

d)  H  sidt  accass  area  60'  dirt,  laurel  Cyn  to  Sad  Fernando:  20‘-50'  dirt.  Sad  Fem.ndo  to  Glenoaks.  12'  dirt  N  of  Glenoaks. 

'J  5  !,M  *crK1  *r««  6C'  0'f*.  c,n.  to  San  Fernando,  10'  paved  •  20-50'  dirt,  San  Fernando  to  Hansen  dan  Golf  Course. 


LOPEZ  CANYON  CHANNEL  MAP  9b 


(T)  Crossings. 

Foothill  Blvd.  (G):  Bu5y  Street. 

Terra  Bella  St.  (G):  light  traffic, 
footn'll  Fwy.  (C):  (Under  construct  ion) 
Van  Nuys  Blvd.  (G):  light  traffic. 
Flllmcre  St.  (G)  Light  traffic. 

Pavton  St.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

0  Channel  1$  covered  for  300’  N  of  Foothill. 
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Wentworth  t . 

TG  «  A6 


Survey  Wottl 
Crossings: 

Wentworth  't.  (6)  Light  traffic. 

(.?)  S'  housing.  4'  higher  than  ROM  on  f  side.  separated  by  chain  link.  2'  lower  than  ROW  on  W  side,  separated  by  5‘  concrete  block  Mil. 
Potential  problems.  W  side 
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2  Wentworth  St.  Trap. 

to  Sides  C 
SiMi-San  Fernando  Fwy.  Bottom  C 
TG  9  A6  to  8  12 


Survey  Motes 

(T)  Crossings 

Branford  St.  (G)  Moderately  busy. 

Osbome  St.  (G)  Susy  street 

Terra  Be' la  St.  tG):  Moderately  busy. 

van  Nuys  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Devonshire  St.  (uj:  Busy  street. 

Paxton  '4t  (fi)-  Moderately  busy. 

(ast  Cyn  Channel  Inlet  obstructs  M  side. 

Go i Jen  itate  fwy. /Laurel  Cyn./Slel -San  iernando  Fwy.  Large  complex  of  simi/S.F.  Fwy.  is  a  major  obstruction.  Golden  state  does  not 
obstruct. 

2)  Acce>s  area.  SM  side:  3 * -4 '  dirt  from  300'  S  of  Devonshire  to  Paxton 

■3)  Acces*  area,  NE  side  No  access  from  ttontague  St.  footbridge  to  Osborne,  from  300'  S  of  Devonshire  to  h  of  Devonshire,  and  H  of  Paxton. 
4  !irt  path  S  of  Po'ton 

1 4 •  ? F  "ousing  adjacent  to  the  channel  on  both  sides  for  most  of  this  reach  Yards  level  with  ROW,  generally  separated  by  chain  link 
and  'ieavy  vegetation  Problems  possible  In  some  places. 


(1)  Crossings  and  inlets 

San  *>rr>jndo  Rd  Susy  Street.  V  side  of  bridge  ft  free-standing  Over  ROW.  E  Side  has  abutment  within  ROW. 

SPI  4R  M  side  of  bridge  is  free-standing  Over  ROW  E  Side  has  abutment  within  ROW. 

Bradley  A»e.  (6):  Moderately  busy. 

Herruk  Ave.  (6):  Moderately  busy. 
filonoaHS  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Ave.  5t"rm  drain  inlet  obstructs  W  side, 
f  jotnii l  Blvd.  :r.)  Busy  street. 

I  uttf  hi  11  (my.  (AG)  Does  not  obstruct  either  side. 
lent on  Aye  (G)  liqht  traffic. 

topi/  Dair 

(2)  a  :-e  :es  of  industrial  equipment  am  stored  in  the  E  access  area  between  Foothill  Blvd  ahd  Foothill  Fwy.,  obstructing  access. 

Uj  M  no;  t  v;de,  between  fwy  and  San  Fernando.  Yards  3’  tow^r  than  access  road,  separated  by  chain  link  fence.  Potential  problm 

■i  hnus .ng  N  of  Bradley,  E  side.  8‘  higher  thar  access  road 
(4'ibannM  >o  rni$  reach  is  narrow  (V)  ar»<i  has  sloping  floors  which  are  not  tuKaMe  for  trail  use. 
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Survey  Note* 

(?)  Crossing*  and  inlets: 

LA.  River  confluence:  An  equestrian  bridge  crosses  the  Burbank  channel  about  400'  H  of  the  confluence. 

Smalt  cnannel  Inlet  obstructs  W  side  70 O'  fr m  confluence. 

Riverside  Dr.  (6):  Moderately  busy. 

(D  E  side  access.  15'  equestrian  trail  from  confluence  to  equestrian  bridge.  Open  field  comes  to  edge  of  channel  between  bridge  and  S f 
houses  (700‘  N  of  confluence).  No  access  from  this  point  to  1 1 0*  S  of  Riverside  (yards  and  sheds  extend  to  edge  of  channel TT  9‘  dirt 
access  last  110'. 

Q)  Open  field  comes  to  edge  of  channel  frtw  confluence  to  stables,  no  access  from  stables  to  Riverside. 

0  Numerous  equestrian  facilities  W  of  channel  along  l.A.  River.  Numerous  equestrian  trails  in  vicinity. 

B3  Sf  housing.  C  side,  from  700'  N  of  confluence  to  Riverside.  Yards  are  level  with  ROW,  separated  by  wooden  fences. 
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(T)  Crossings: 

Victory  Blvd.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

(1)  E  access  space  H  obstructed  for  first  fourth  of  distance  by  trees  and  large  shrubs  planted  for  screening  of  the  adjacent  yards. 

A  shed  obstructs  this  segment  in  one  place.  The  middle  half  of  the  distance  U  paved,  and  Is  part  of  a  periling  lot.  The  remaining 
distance  Is  dirt,  and  slopes  very  steeply. 

Q)  W  access  space  is  obstructed  for  first  third  of  distance  by  trees,  large  shrubs,  and  a  shed.  Remainder  of  distance  is  15'  wide, 
dirt,  and  slopes  steeply  to  the  side;  not  usable  without  retaining  well. 

m  SF  housing,  both  sides,  first  third  of  distance.  Mouses  level  with  ROW,  separated  by  vegetation,  chain  link  fences.  Several  of 
the  lots  nave  horses  in  the  yards. 
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3.  Victory  Blvd. 
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Survey  Notes 

(D  Crossings  and  inlets: 

A! aired*  Aye.  (GJ:  Moderately  busy 

Footbridge  (S'  AG):  Obstructs  both  sides  at  Elmwood. 

Pipe  crossing  obstruct:,  both  sides  near  Cedar  (2-1/2'  high). 

Providencla  Ave./Lake  St.  intersection  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Verdugo  A ve.  (G):  Light  traffic 

RR  Bridge  at  Olive  St.  (G):  Tracks  can  be  crossed  on  lightly  travelled  street  adjacent  to  ROW 

Olive  $t.  (G):  Light  traffic- 

(2)  E  side  access:  Steep  side  slop#  for  most  of  distance.  3'-7*  retaining  wall  would  be  needed  for  trail  use. 

Q)  W  side  access:  No  access  from  Victory  to  Elm.  C  and  MF  extend  to  channel  edge.  H-20’  dirt  from  Elm  to  Alameda  (2‘  retaining  wall 
needed).  No  access  Alameda  to  Valencia;  $f  and  Mr  housing  extend  to  edge  of  channel.  15’  dirt  (2 ’-5'  retaining  wall  needed)  N  of 
Valencia.  No  access  from  RR  bridge  S  of  Olive  to  Olive  St.  (building  extends  to  edge  of  channel) 

(?)  No  ROW  fencing  along  much  of  reach.  C,  I,  and  MF  fenced,  SI  usually  not. 

GO  SF  housing  scattered,  both  sides,  Victory  to  Alameda.  Mostly  SF  fron  Alameda  to  Providencla,  both  sides.  Yards  5'-€'  higher  than 
ROW.  Some  concrete  block  and  wood  slat,  but  often  no  separation  except  scattered  vegetation.  SF  third  of  distance  from  Providencla 
to  Verdugo,  both  sides.  4' -6'  higher  than  ROW.  heavily  screened  by  shrubs  (no  fencing) 

®  Large  walnut  trees  obstruct  access  last  150’  S  of  Verdugo. 
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(J)  Crossings  and  inlets 

Magnolia  Blvd.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

2  RR  bridges  between  Maqno) Ja  and  Burbank  (bottoms  at  grade,  tracks  6'  AG). 

Vanown  St.  channel  Inlet  obstructs  N  side  500'  S  of  Burbank  (See  ®). 

Burbank  Western  channel  is  covered  from  Vanowen  St.  inlet  to  150'  N.  Several  sets  of  RR  tracks  cross  channel  over  covered  section 

(Seem). 

Burbank  Blvd  Elevated.  Does  not  obstruct  Vanowen  St.  channel  ROW. 

Golden  State  Major  obstruction  of  Burbank  Western,  both  tides,  from  grad#  lo  30’  AG.  Channel  Is  covered  by  freeway  for  about 

1/4  mile. 

(?)  Sides  slope;  2* -6'  staining  wall  needed  most  of  w  side,  all  of  t  side. 

[J!  Adjacent  industry  both  sides.  Potential  for  covmuter  use.  Lockheed  Aircraft  short  distance  to  N. 

(3)  Vanowen  St.  channel  continues  past  Burbank  Blvd.  for  about  700'  before  going  underground 

CD  Several  seta  of  RR  tracks  para))#)  the  fwy.  from  Providencla  to  the  N.  The  tracks  and  the  fwy  together  constitute  a  major  barrier 

to  connection  of  the  channel  5  of  the  fwy.  with  that  N  of  the  fwy. 
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jj  Crossings  and  miets. 

rnannal  covered  oy  fwy.  for  1/4  mile  Surfaces  near  Broadway  and  Leland  Way. 

San  remando  Blwd.  (6)  Busy  street 

( J )  Adjacent  street  cones  to  edge  of  channel  (leland  way) 

fr****y  entrance  ramp  is  immediately  adjacent  to  channel  at  S£  end.  tress  widens  to  the  NU,  rt-achPS  ?0‘  at  San  Fernando.  Steep  slope 
near  San  Fernando  separated  from  freely  only  by  guard  rail. 
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6.  San  Fernando  Blvd. 
to 

Cohasset  St. 

7G  17  C4 

[vert 
|  Sides  t 
(Bottom  C 

i _ 1 

Nt 

Bicycl^Trail 

no*  Do 

Channel  »es 

si.  c 

1 

3  | 

332*333 

SM 

15-35’  dirt 

_ _ 

Channel  Yes 

ROW  Ho  (4) 

F 

_  » 

Survey  notes 


lj)  Crossings  and  inlet*: 

Channel  Is  underground  from  S£  of  San  I a> nando  to  appro* tmately  Morgan  and  Jackson  St.  intersection 
Sgena  Vista  St.  (6):  Busy  street. 

Golden  state  Fwy.  access  ramps  from  Buena  Vista  {Gi-  Two  roaJs  with  daylight  between.  Total  obstructed  distance  of  about  150' 
Cohasset  St.  (G):  liqht  traffic. 

Bicycle  trail  begins  near  Morgan / Jackson  intersection.  leave-*  .nannel  at  Buena  Vista,  re-mters  channel  ROM  at  Naomi  From  Buena 
Vista  to  fwy.  access  raids  ROU  is  planted  with  ground  cover,  s  of  access  roads  there  rs  a  I2‘  dirt  road  to  Tulare.  Naomi  St.  1* 
adjacent  to  the  channel  edge  from  Tulare  to  the  N  for  100'.  Bicycle  trail  resumes  at  this  point,  continues  to  terminus  at  Coh«*s«t. 
(j)  35"  d'rt  strip  separates  fwy.  lanes  and  channel  for  most  of  the  distance  between  San  Fernando  and  Buena  Vista.  The  SW  half  of  this 
strip  Is  planted  with  large  shrubs.  Close  pronimity  to  freeway  traffic.  Embankment  rises  between  channel  and  freeway  approaching 
Buena  Vfsta,  and  continues  R  of  Buena  Vfsta,  providing  separation  from  fwy.  traffic.  There  is  a  15'  dirt  strip  at  the  bottom  Of 
the  embankment  from  Buena  Vista  to  Cohasset  (S'  between  8uena  Vista  and  #wy.  access  roads). 

NE  ROM  fenced  only  from  Naomi  to  Cohasset. 

3  (two  houses:  adjacent  to  NE  side  of  Nw  c*f  Frederick  St.  vards  2‘  higher  than  Row,  no  e;<arat<c«  from  ROM. 
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CP  Crossing 

Hollywood  way  (Gj:  Moderately  busy 


(f)  iM  access  narrows  ano  rises  fairly  steeply  near  ■♦oliywood  way  to  meet  tre  ®*it  ramp  decendmg  from  the  freeway  Narrowest  point  B' 
Bad  for  tra»l. 

Q]  '".nannel  is  paralleled  fur  entire  teach  by  GI  moats  Blvd..  whicn  has  wide  outside  lanes  and  is  a  good  street  for  bicycling. 
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lanark  SC.  (G?  l  fgn'  traffic. 

Glen oaks  Blvd  ( G>  Moderately  busy,  'street  crosses  diagonally,  long  lunne<s  would  be  required  for  undercrosslng  1150). 

£  3k’  Jirt  strip  separates  fwy  lanes  and  ,  Hannel  'or  most  of  the  distance  between  Hollywood  May  ano  Glenoaks  The  SM  half  of  this 

strip  is  planted  with  sh.  ubs  Close  proximity  to  frpowav  traffic  foi  much  of  the  reach  on  (his  half  Embankment  rises  approaching 

. anark  .m-t  rnn? inue  s  put  iir.au,  proeMing  separation  »w,  traffic  fo*  about  hall  Jf-r  disia’"*  of  U*-  reach. 
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"1,  Crossings  and  inlets 

Nett  If  ion  ,t  (G)  i  >  |h*  •  a»*  «c 

oansen  ^eignts  1ni»t  'os?ry..ts  **w  Md-  ib'*u'  halfwar  t-wiwe*-n  Nei'-elon  and  vmeda'e 
v tnedale  it.  (G)  tight  i>a'«u 

2]  SF  housing,  both  sides,  entire  leng*h  o'  reach  ’  -B‘  higher  than  a  ;w,  separated  by  (jrutfte  bU.fc,  chain  link,  wood  slats,  and 
vi  get  at  1or  lr.adpque»»  sera' at  ton  m  ,rr-c  pTa-'s. 

%'j£  ch**-ne’  bet  ernes  .a  Tuna  Mash  N  Oi  mtr.en  >««s  confluence 
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Survey  Notes 

( 1'  Crws \mgs  and  inlet'. 

w  i.rdan  lane  (O-  Light  traffic 

l H  Sf  housing  both  sides  level  to  3'  higher  than  ROW,  separated  mostly  oy  chain  link  and  wood  slat  fencing  (better  separation  needed). 
Horses  are  kept  on  several  of  the  lots 

0  s  ha 1  *  fenced  at  BOw .  ■  njit  un'enced .  I  >es  between  channel  and  paralleling  street,  used  e*tensiy.  ’r  by  equestrians  and  pedestrians 
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Survey  Notes 
0  Crossings 

VtKjge  Ave  <6/  tight  traffic. 

Wildwood  Ave  tC):  light  traffic. 

Hartmdale  PI.  (G)  light  traffic. 

la  lMna  Cyn.  Rd  (G)  Heavy  traffic.  Fuad  crosses  at  shallow  anglt.  Channel  Is  covered  for  300'  Sufficient  room  along  sides 
of  road  #/>*  trail  Heavily  used  by  equestrians  and  bicyclists. 

[il  SF  housing  along  N  side.  Widely  scattered  SI  along  S  side  vards  level  with  ROSI.  Houses  separated  from  ROW  by  large  lots,  which 

are  often  used  for  keeping  horses  or  *or  vegetable  gardens  No  conflicts  likely.  Neighbors  in  this  area  generally  support  use 

of  f’i’U  for  equestrian  trail. 
fj]  verdugo  Ntn*  adjacent  on  S  side,  steep  slopes 

(4)  very  heavy  equestrian  activity  m  this  area,  nurses  are  kept  on  most  of  the  lots  adjacent  to  the  channel  in  this  reach  Numerous 

e me st • ’an  facilities  nearby  Iteny  trails  in  mcuntains  to  K  and  S.  Parts  of  channel  ROW  are  now  used  by  equestrians 
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Survey  Notes 

(T)  iros$nigs 

Vinedele  St.  (6)  tight  traffic. 

Re*  use  St.  lG)  tight  Traffic. 

La  tuna  Cyn.  Rd.  ( G) :  Moderately  busy. 

Tu* f jrd  St.  (Gjr  light  traffic. 

Sunland  Blvd.  (G):  Moderately  busy 
Pendleton  St.  (G)  light  traffic. 

0  l  access  area  Is  not  graded  for  much  of  reach,  very  uneven,  especially  from  vmedale  to  Penrose  teep  side  slopes  for  ewch  of 
remain-ng  distance.  retaining  wall  would  be  needed  ir  plares  for  trail  use. 
j:  'f  hou  - • ng  n  adjacent  to  the  channel  for  much  of  the-  reach  fards  vary  from  level  to  6‘  above  ROW  Chain  link  fences  and  vegetation 
are  mc-sf  often  used  for  separation;  there  is  an  S'  concrete  block  wall  on  the  E  aide  from  Penrose  to  ta  Tuna. 

4,  't he*-  adjacent  uses  1  Mde  -abandoned  thurih.  retirement  home;  W  side-  nursery,  church 
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Survey  No' i s 
1 ’  Crossings 

St  mehurst  Ave  (G)  Moderately  busy 

,2  W/N  si  hr  12'  >llrt  fiist  half;  no  across  last  half  :narrowd1rt  strip  between  SF  and  channel  ; 

'X  ir  >1 1 r t  first  haW.  It  paved  last  half 

(J  Other  -iducent  use  w  side,  quarry 

fj]  Potential  privacy  conflict.  '.r  housing  w  si.'v  •>*  Stinehyrst  Houses  T  higher  than  unw  Cham  ^  r i  fence  or  no  separation  Houses 
use  '  iiiest  road  as  >ntr,  drive 
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0  Crossings  and  inlets: 

SPT  RR  (G) 

San  Fernando  Rd  (G)-  Busy  street 
Concord  St.  (G):  l  ight  traffic. 

Ken i I worth  Awe.  (G):  tight  traffic. 

Pacific  Awe.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Central  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street 
Brand  Ave.  (G)-  Busy  street. 

Louise  Street  (ii):  I  ight  traffic. 

Jackson  St  (G)'  Light  traffic. 

Geneva  St.  (G):  Light  traffic 
Syca wore  Cyn  Inlet 
Glenoaks  Blvd  (G|:  Busy  st»eet 
(5)  Hich  of  reach  obstructed  by  Glenoaks  Bird 
'0)  Reach  obstructed  by  residential  and  conmerc  ial  drvi  lui*m»nt 
jdl  SF  housing  at  same  level  as  channel,  but  usually  v  ironed  by  vegetal  ion 
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to 
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0  Crossings; 

Mountain  St.  {&):  Light  traffic. 

Canada  Blvd.  (G):  Moderately  busy  street. 

Uabasso  Wy.  (G):  light  traffic. 

Opechee  My.  (G):  Light  traffic 

0  Channel  Is  divided  into  three  sections  by  walls  along  bottom. 

0  Access  obstructed  by  residential  and  commercial  development. 

53  SF  housing  directly  adjacent  to  channel,  rt  same  level,  separated  by  chain  link  fencing,  vegetation 
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0  Crossings: 

Glorietta  Ave.  (G) :  Light  traffic. 

Canada  Blvd.  (G):  Moderately  busy  streii . 

[|]  Access  obstructed  by  Street  and/or  residrf  tnl  .net  cummerci.il  development 
(T|  SF  housing  at  Several  locations  along  re.it  h,  pa  *  f  » .1 1 1  y  Screened  by  shrubbery. 
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0  Crossings: 

None 

0  Access  restricted  along  most  of  reach  by  (Yikmont  Country  i  hit  ’neir  is  an  existing  IS’  access  road  around  the  debris  d«a 
fTl  SF  homes  are  set  well  bac*  from  channel 
(T]  Other  adj.  use:  Oakmonl  tountry  Club. 


VERDUGO  WASH  MAP  12b 


0  Crossings  and  inlets; 

Unnamed  street,  named <a» el y  M  of  deur <  .  basir  (-.)  t  ight  traffic 
Pickens  Creek  inlets  obstructs  Nf  s'de 

Shtrleyjean  St.  (6*  AG):  light  traffic  flame  descents  to  tn*ert  f i cm  SN  side,  passing  under  Mr  ley  Jean 
Mh< ting  Woods  Rd  (G)  Light  frjffic. 

Eagle  Cahnnei  inlet  obstructs  Nf  side 
New  York  Ave  (t»).  I  ignt  traffic. 

0  $W  *id»>  access  area  Marginal  access  $  o<  Shtrlryjean  (narrow,  .  ough-,  i.’*  pawed  fro*  Shtrleyjean  to  Eagle  confluence  (bad  condition 
from  writing  woods  to  Eagle),  l?‘  dirt  ‘ran  Eagle  m  New  York  uSO-  M  of  New  York  w«ed  as  driveway  by  adjacent  Sf) 

©  m  access  area  No  access  S  of  Shiileyjean.  f  I0‘  dirt  from  Shtrleyjean  to  near  Whiting  Woods.  10'  paved  (bed  condition)  from  S 
of  Whiting  Wood  to  lagle;  J?'  d/rf  n  o*  friglr.  ).  '  rawed  S  of  New  Yo*k 
0  No  ROW  frnce.  SW  Ode,  from  Eagle  to  New  York. 

l>)  if  hexising,  Sw  side,  between  Eagle  confluence  anc  New  York.  Yards  level  with  access  area,  no  separation.  Potential  problem. 

[ft]  SF  housing,  Nf  side:  Shlrleyjean  to  E*gi<,  yards  10'  higher  than  access  area,  separated  by  steep  slope;  trm  Eagle  to  New  tort, 
yards  fr  higher,  separated  by  chain  link,  potential  problems 
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’T)  Crossings: 

foothill  Fwy 

t«  Tune  Cyn.  Rd.  (6):  Moderately  busy  street. 

I  Imhurst  Dr.  (C):  light  traffic. 

T”,!  "°l  sur«l"d  lw»wr.  't  appear!  to  han  ,t  l„»  ,  10'  a««s  ,r„  ,lp„,  both  aides 
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Survey  Motes 
(Ty  Crossings: 

Tujunga  Cyn.  Blvd  (C):  Moderately  busy  street. 

FocthiU  61 vd.  (6);  Busy  street. 

Haywood  St.  (6):  Light  traffic. 

Day  St.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

•v2)  Access  area  Is  20'  paved,  earn  side,  between  Tujunga  Cyn.  and  Foothill 
(3)  >F  housing  is  set  back  from  channel,  usually  mel 1  screened  by  shrubbery 
Qj  Very  attractive  scenery,  good  views,  around  drbris  bas«n. 

',5>  Channel  is  very  narrow  ir  this  reach  (about  8'). 


COOKS  CANYON  CHANNEL  MAP  12b 
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(i> 

f  Ouin  1 1  f  (o) 

■lom.’u'.  Ave.  I'j'  Modeiately  busy. 
footh'11  Blvd.  (U)  Busy  street 
1  Uwr)  I  r-vr  s  Vista  Ct  (G):  l  igni  traff'l 
•  '*«!«•  .  io  St  >i»).  light  traffic 
I  os  ’  '  ■  os  I  r  (u)  l  ight  traffic. 

t%\  fhts  rvit.n  was  not  surveyed  tn  detail.  There  appears  to  b#  a  1C  ROW  along  both  sides  <  of  foothill  Blvd..  and  intuff Ic lent  a pace  for 
US»-  f"'*  f  "  tmll  to  l OS  Olivos. 

1.3  r  hjnne  1  is  »ery  narrow  (about  7‘  wide) 
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(T)  Crossings 

">anr  i  arlntca  ',t  . 1  "}►  t  traffic. 

.11  huus  «•>  at  same  l*’vei  as  access  area,  screened  tn  places  by  shrubbery.  Possible  problems. 

\ij  •  **»>  a"  i'Mve  gorge  from  Santa  farlotta  to  i os  Olivos.  High,  steep  slopes  on  sides,  large  boulders  along  channel. 
(?)  tP'f  i ore!|rt  w I1,  good  views,  around  debris  basin. 

5y  fnanrwl  ve*  /  n*r>  *•  about  7*  wide) 
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wort:  Channels  on  Hap  13  are  not  usable  for  bicycle  or  equestrian  trails  because  of  frequent  obstructions  and  Insufficient  usable  access 
area-  These  channels  could  be  used  in  so**  places  as  short  neighborhood  walkways  or  linear  parks.  In  these  cases,  the  walks 
would  cross  streets  at  grade,  since  traffic  H  generally  light.  Obstruction  ratings  are  therefore  not  given  for  channels  on  Hap  13. 
Widths  given  are  for  usable  flat  land.  In  most  cases,  steeply  sloping  land  alongside  could  be  landscaped  to  provide  a  parkway 
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(1)  Crossings: 

Shirleyjean  St.  (G):  light  traffic, 
la  Crescent*  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Honolulu  Ave.  (6):  Busy  street 
Hermosa  Ave  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Pledvont  Ave.  (6):  light  traffic. 

Manhattan  Ave.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Montrose  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Fairway  Ave.  (6) :  light  traffic. 

Foothill  Fwy.  (BG  4} 

Foothill  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

(D  Access  area  is  &* -15*  dirt  on  each  side,  interrupted  frequently  by  $F  housing  that  extends  to  the  edge  of  tl»  channel.  Access  areas 
are  very  steeply  sloped  in  many  places  and  unusable  without  retaining  walls. 

fj]  Sf  housing  is  usually  5'-l0'  higher  than  access  area,  screened  by  vegetation. 

0  Channel  crosses  over  freeway  in  a  box  culvert. 


HALLS  CANYON  CHANNEL  MAP  13a 
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0  Crossings: 

la  Crescent*  Ave.  (G) :  Moderately  busy. 

Roselawn  Ave.  (G)  Moderately  busy. 

Broadview  Ave.  (G):  light  traffic. 

Honolulu  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Sunset  Ave. /Hemes#  Ave.  intersection  (G):  light  Irafffc. 

Florenclta  Or.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Montrose  Ave. /Del  Mar  Rd.  intersection  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Foothill  Fwy.  (G):  Major  obstruction. 

Ocean  View  Blvd.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Foothill  Blvd.  (G):  8usy  street.  Major  obstruction. 

Castle  Ln. /Castle  Rd.  intersection  (G):  Light  traffic, 
lyans  Dr.  (G) :  light  traffic. 

Cross  St.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

0  Channel  It  covered  between  Roselawn  and  Broadview  for  200'  and  for  ?S0‘  N  of  Montrose. 

0  NM  side  access  area:  access  area  1$  either  nonexistent  or  narrow  and  too  steeply  sloping  to  be  of  use,  except  between  Broadview 
and  Honolulu  (4'-8'  dirt),  and  H  of  Cross  (4*  dirt). 

0  St  side  access  area:  same  as  above;  not  usable  except  for  short  dirt  strips  h  of  Lyans  and  N  of  Cross  (4 '-8'  wide) 

0  intermittent. 
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0  Crossings. 

Crossed  at  gr  ade  li>  |«  "t*ets  or  inter  seef  ions  A??  carry  light  traffic  except  foothill  Blvd  (Busy  street),  the  kmasdell/Coaminity 
intersection,  the  la  l  »r ,« •nta/E  1  i. mini  to  intersection,  and  Oranqe  (Moderately  busy) .  and  the  foothill  fwy.  foothill  Blvd.  and  th« 
foothill  !wv.  are  major  obstructions 
1 2)  Very  small  channel,  about  H‘  wide 

< i)  W  side  access  area  acc**v»  iv  either  niw»e*ntenf  or  narrow  and  too  steeply  sloping  to  be  of  use  except  for  short  distances  S  of  foothill 
Blvd  (J*  d ' r  t )  and  N  of  tl  t  .win (to  (IV  dirt) 

(4)  F  side  access  area,  nonexistent  >r  too  narrow  and  steep  to  use  except  <n  the  following  places:  Mills  to  Honolulu  (J‘  dirt).  Prospect 

to  Ramsdetl  %’  paved),  Mary  to  H  of  In  thill  Blvd  (6'  dirt;  foothill  obstructs),  and  between  la  (reseenta  and  the  Debris  Basin  (IV  dirt) 
0  Intern r ttenf - 


Al-39 


SHIELDS  CHANNEL  MAP  13b 
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(T;  Crossing; 

la  Crescent#  Ave.  (G) :  Moderately  busy. 


(?)  Narrow  chitwl  -  about  8'  wide. 

C l >  iW'tslricttd  access  t  of  La  Crtlcwtl  (Of*n  Space)  6‘-,'  dfrt  altlfar  side  W  of  La  Crescents 
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(X)  Crossings  ( Above-ground  portion  of  channel  only): 

El  Caaintto  St  <G):  Light  traffic. 

Orange  Ave.  (G)  toderately  busy 
Brook hi  1 1  St.  (G):  light  traffic 
Henrietta  Ave.  (G):  Light  traffic 
Trances  Ave  <G) :  Light  traffic. 

Harmony  PI.  (G).  light  traffic. 

Markrid9e  Rd.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

(?)  Channel  Is  underground  from  Eagle  confluence  to  El  C«»inltO.  and  from  40’  S  of  TMrkrldg*  to 

(3)  V  side  access  area:  IS*  dirt  S  of  Orange,  6’-15‘  paved  from  Orange  to  Brookhlll,  3 *  -8 '  dirt 
otner  places. 

0  E  side  access  area  13* -lb  paved  from  Orange  to  h  of  Brookhlll,  3'  dirt  N  of  Harmony.  Not 
0  Intermittent 


the  debris  basin, 
either  side  of  Harmony. 

usable  In  other  places. 
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0  Crossings 

Honolulu  Ave.  (Gi.  Busy  street. 

Montrose  Ave  (GV  Moderately  busy. 

1  uot'n 1 1  i«*y.  (G).  Major  obstruction. 

Enema?  Avp.  (G) :  tight  traffic. 

AHufj  Ave  (G  1  ight  traffic 
Prospect  Ave.  (Gi  light  traffic. 

Coanunity  Ave  IG):  light  traffic. 

Fjoth'll  blvd.  (('•):  Busy  street. 

'ant ,*  larlrtta  *.t  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Mark  >  1  tge  (t-).  '  ight  traffic. 

(.?)  Harr uw  iGannel  -  about  6*  wide. 

1.3)  V  i'o'e  .»i t **$s  arej  i-arfc  comes  to  edge  of  channel  S  Of  Honolulu,  4'  dirt  S  of  Encinal,  A' -8'  dirt  from  5  of  Altura  to  Coanwmty. 

Met  b'.alnt*  in  otnt«r  places 

4)  C  side  ess  area  „ark  caries  to  edge  of  channel  5  of  Honolulu;  3’-S*  dirt  from  fnc'"o)  to  Community,  hot  usable  In  other  places, 
ff.  Intermittent 


BLUE  GUM  CHANNEL  MAP  13c 

Channel  is  underground  'nim  its  confluence  with  Haines  Canyon  Channel  to  100'  S  of  Blue  Gum  Debris  Basin  (Photo  4W) 
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0  Crossing, 

Crossed  at  grad#  by  23  streets  or  intersections.  All  carry  lljht  traffic  except  roothlll  Blvd.  (Busy  street)  and  Oro  vista,  Mcvine, 
uocdward/Apperson  intersection,  Greeley,  and  Tujunga  (Moderately  busy),  foothill  Blvd  Is  a  major  obstruction. 

0  h  side  access  area  l**  paved  free*  Oro  Vista  to  foothill,  30*  dirt  from  foothill  to  McVine,  l?  *  - 1 5  *  dirt  from  NcVIno  to  Woodman*/ Apper son 
to  Wt  Gleason,  10’  dirt  from  Mt.  Gleason  to  Plalnsvlou,  dirt  road  adjacent  from  Plamview  to  300*  w  of  McGroaty.  No  access  In  other 
places . 

0  S  side  access  area  IS*  paved  road  adjacent  from  foothill  to  McVIne.  6’-8'  dirt  from  woudnard/A|>|ierson  to  Mt.  Gleason,  10'  dirt  from 
Mt  Gleason  to  Plamview,  dirt  road  adjacent  from  Plalnvlw  to  300'  W  of  McGroaty  ho  access  in  other  places. 

0  Inter* 11  tent 

0J  Small  strips  uf  corm**-cfal  adjacent  on  H  ,idr  V  of  Pfnewood  and  f  of  McVtne. 
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Reach  j 

(  Charnel  J 

f  Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal  i 

Photograph! 

1 .  Los  Angeles  River  | 

to 

San  Fernando  R<j. 

TG  IS  F5 

Vert  0 

Sl.bs  T 

Bet  turn  C,  l  f  1 

t - - 

N 

Q) 

ROW  NO 

Channel  »tS 

Parking 

1 

2 

88.  4 1 H 

S 

© 

Channel  v,»f 

ROW  No 

Park |ng 

Survey  Notes 

0  Crossings: 

RR  bridge  and  Ave  19  (both  6)-  The.*  badges  cross  the  stream  together  arj  conitilute  a  slno'e  obstruction.  Moderately  busy  street. 
San  ferflando  ftd  (Gl:  envy  traffl  . 

Top  9'  of  E  wall  Is  trapezoidal. 

Paved  truck  ramp  from  invert  to  San  Fe.nango 
10'  dirt,  very  steep  (45°).  Not  usabl-  withou*  retaining  *a ' 1 


Channel 

Side 

R0w  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

2.  San  Fernando  Rd. 
to 

Ave.  26 

1G  35  F6 

|Trap. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C,  wF 

N 

Not  usabl 

_R0w  ves 

!  Channel 

' 

? 

419,  420 

i 

Marginal  ^ 

Channel  'es 

ROW  m 

Main’,  yard,  V 

Survey  Notes 


0  Crossings: 

Fwy.  ramp  support  obstructs  *■  side  i3). 

Ave.  26  (AG):  No  Obstruction. 

(2)  10’  d'rt  strip  separates  channel  f'om  f*>.  heavily  planted. 

©  IS'  asphalt  strip,  too  steep  to  use  ;«“•),  (rue.  San  fe.nando  to  f«j  ramp  support  T  from  ramp  support  to  *.e  :6  tarpe  amount 
of  space  available  for  ’.rail  use  to  S  between  ROW  and  fwy.  ramp. 


Si  de~| 
- ' 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use  | 

*ppe«l  | 

Photooraphs 

3.  Ave.  26 

Hr1;  ! 

N 

to  access 

ROW 

Channel  yes 

F 

421 -426 

Ave.  43 

TG  36  A6 

Bottom  C,  LF  | 

t1 

- 

Channel  fes 

ROW  NO 

F-l,  OS, 

QLgj'St  _ _ 

Survey  Motes 


0  Crossings: 

Fwy.  entrance  ramp  from  Tbth  St.  (6’  AG):  Obstructs  S  Side 
ATSSF  RR  (bottom  at  grade,  tracks  10’  AG) 

Pasadena  Ave.  (bottom  at  grade,  road  10’  AG)  Light  traffic. 

Ave.  43  Fwy.  exit  (G) :  Bus. 

Ave.  43  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Trap  from  Ave.  26  to  fwy.  ramp.  Vert  l  of  ramp  to  Pasadena, 
vert,  from  just  W  of  Ave.  43  exit  to  l  >f  Ave.  43. 
fwy.  adjacent  to  edge  of  channel  on  N  side. 

c  ctrip  i?  A\rt  frrvn  Au*  *6  to  fwv  ramo'  Jf*'  dirt  from  ramp  to  footbridge,  6'  diit  from  footbridge  to  RR  bi  idge  (steep  dirt  slope 
1 0 ’ - 1 E ■  high  S  of  these  flat  strips);  8’  dirt,  very  steep  slope,  heavily  planted  fro*,  RR  to  Frj" '.!}*{$!!!? J?  M*Icr*dirt<5U,r* 

20'  dirt,  very  steep,  with  SO -ISO'  flat  dirt  '.'rip  adjacent  *o  S.  No  access  presently  through  Heritage  Square  (fenced).  10  d^  t^  ^ 
very  steep  (45°).  with  12 ’ OS'  dirt  strip  adjacent  to  S.  from  Heritage  Square  to  Ave.  43  ramp 


© 

© 

© 


S  wall  becomes  trap  E  cf  Pasadena  ,'N  wall  remains  very  steep).  Channel 


wide  dirt  space  between  ramp  and  Ave.  43. 


f|]  Other  adjacent  use:  Heritage  Square  (Victorian  homes  restoration  project). 


,  channel 

SI  del 

|  ojw  Access  j 

fence  or  wail 

Adjacent  Use 

In**1 

Photographs 

4.  Ave.  43 
to 

Via  Marisnl  Ave 

TG  36  B3 

f rap 
ides  ( 

Bottom  C,  IF 

«  1 
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3§ 

R[> 

Channel  fes  , 
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4 

427-429 

s  ! 

© 

“Channel  Yes 

ROW  No 

IF  (4).  par* .  OS 
_ _ J 

Survey  Notes 
0  Crossings 

Footbridge  1/4  m'l**  '•*  ■  f  ffen  G  to  10 
Griffen  Ave.  (G):  ,f-  1  y  busy. 

Via  Marisnl  Ave  (f»)  Mn,li»i»e1y  busy 


Obstructs  S  Side. 


(?)  (hjnnpl  n.to-ns  "S  »tlf  1  of  Avn  a)  Swa.n.  frjMiofd.l  for  ..(Ml**, 

p- Idge,  where  walls  am  verfi-al. 


•  each  except  i-nder  Griffen  and  Via  M§Hsot 


CD 

© 


fwy.  adjacent  to  edg*-  u 
No  acce’-s  for  most  of  f 


htnnel  on  N  side 

t  .'00  yards  1  of  Ave  4)  Sf  yards  e.tend  to  edge  of  channel  10  d»r»  from  beginning  of  park  to  footbridge. 
,rm  fuutbrld,,  to  250  ».r«  b  of  Gr.ffpn  tn...  ,s  .  sloco,  U50)  d.rt  «H.  th..  n.r.ow  to  1  lor  .bout  250  ««t.lnln,  Mil 

would  be  needed  to  make  *nv  ise  of  this  strip  access  last  2S0  yards  w  of  Gnffm  ('•F  to  edge  nf  channel),  large  natural  dirt 
areas  n  Of  Griffen  and  S  of  via  Mari  sol;  separated  by  eghth  of  a  mile  with  no  access  (steep  hillside  cenes  to  edge  ol  channel). 
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AD- A 1 44  189  THE  LACDA  (LOS  ANGELES  COUNTY  DRAINAGE  AREA)  SYSTEM  4/1 

RECREATION  STUDY  LOS  ANGELES  COUNTY  DRAINAGE  AREA ( U )  *  * 

ARMY  ENGINEER  DISTRICT  LOS  ANGELES  CA  MAR  80 

F/G  13/2 


UNCLASSIFIED 


NL 
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MICROCOPY  RESOLUTION  TEST  CHART 

NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS  1%3-A 


.  ■■ - -  - 


WATT 


Via  Marlsol  Ave. 
to 

San  Pasqual  Ave. 
TC  36  C3  to  tl 


Photographs 


430-435 


Survey  Motes 

(5"  Crossings: 

Ave.  60  (AG):  Dots  not  obstruct  access. 

Ave  60  Fwy  access  ramp:  Oom  not  obstruct  acctss. 

AT6SF  RR  (AG):  Doas  not  obstruct  acctss. 

Har»<on  Way  (street  and  fwy.  lift  ramp)  (S):  Obstructs  S  slda.  Moderately  busy. 

Pasadena  Ave.  (AG) :  Dots  not  obstruct  acctss. 

Pasadana  Fay.  (AG):  Does  not  obstruct  acctss. 

San  Pasqual  (5'  AG}:  Obstructs  A  side  only.  Light  traffic. 

(D  vertical  beneath  Mention  Way,  Pasadana  Are,  Pasadana  F my.  and  San  Pasqual.  Sides  concrete  in  vertical  sections. 

0  Park  adjacent  on  h  side  from  via  Marlso)  to  300’  u  of  Ate.  60.  Cones  to  channel  *dge.  Fwy.  adjacent  l  of  park  to  100  yds.  E  of 
Pataden*.  Large  open  field  between  fwy.  and  channel  edge  from  this  point  to  San  Pa SQua 1 . 

3  S  side  access:  through  park  free  Via  Marlsol  to  Ave.  60  fwy.  reap.  12*  paved  maintenance  road  adjacent  to  channel  edge  fr«  fwy. 
ramp  to  Mention  Way.  Through  perk  fra*  Mansion  Way  to  Arroyo  Saco  Stables.  Equestrian  trail  goes  Irm  stable  to  E  under  Pasadena 
Ave.  18*  paved  road  from  Pasadana  Ave.  to  driving  range.  Driving  range,  parking,  tennis  courts  extend  to  edge  of  channel  past  this 
point  to  the  fwy.  crossing,  no  access  except  on  park  street.  Paved  street  adjacent  to  channel  E  of  fwy.  crossing  for  100  yds,  equestrian 
trat?  adjacent  past  this  point. 

(§)  Channel  invert  between  Mansion  and  Pasadena  Ave.  Is  used  extensively  by  children  -  acts  as  extension  of  part. 
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Photographs 

6.  San  Pasqual  Ave. 
to 

Holly  St. 

TG  26  E6  to  E4 

Vert. 

Sides  C 
Bottc^C,  IF ‘ 

W 

Dirt.  10’  min. 

1  <%  _ 

ROW  HO 

Channel  (D 

os 

a 

436,  440 

E 

1 

H 

OMKjffd 

Survey  Motes 

Q3  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Inlet  enters  from  M  side  W  of  San  Rafael  Ave.  Crossed  by  existing  equestrian  bridge. 

San  Rafael  Ave.) 

U  i cm  Rd.  ) 

Colorado  Blvd.  )  These  streets  all  cross  well  above  grade,  hone  obstructs  access  on  either  side. 

Ventura  Fwy.  ) 

Molly  St.  ) 

®  The  channel  is  a  natural  stream  and  riparian  area  from  the  spillway  under  Colorado  Blvd.  to  about  400’  S  of  Molly  St.,  a  distance  of 
about  1,500’.  ho  fencing  In  this  area. 

(D  The  Arroyo  narrows  from  San  Pasqual  to  Holly  and,  except  for  the  stables  and  the  two  clusters  of  SF  housing  h  of  San  Pasqual  and  San 
Rafael,  forms  a  relatively  natural  gorge  with  the  channel  at  the  bottom  and  staep  slopes  on  either. side.  The  access  width  varies 
considerably  on  both  sides,  the  mlniiun  useable  width  being  about  ten  feet.  There  are  large  open  areas  in  several  places  on  both 
sides,  seme  with  recreation  facilities.  Very  attractive  area,  much  opportunity  for  several  kinds  of  use.  Includes  existing  tqumstritn 
trail . 

3  Fenced  only  along  SF  housing.  SF  separated  by  chain  link  and  wood  slat  fencing;  no  conflicts  likely. 

E  Otner  adjacent  use;  San  Pasqual  Stables. 
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Photographs 

7.  Holly  St. 

to 

Sect  St 

TG  26  Ei 

Vert 
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Bottom  C,  LF 

w  1 
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E3HBEB 
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441 

t  | 

ITX32ZHS1SH 

os  Jj 

Survey  Notes 
OJ  Crossings: 

Seco  St.  (G):  Wide,  light  traffic. 


0  Steep  slopes  to  M,  Brooks ide  Park  to  S. 
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Photographs 

A.  Seco  St. 
to 

Devil’s  Gate  Dam 

26  £3  to  19  05 

Trap 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C,  LF 

B 

442.  443 

F 

WM  (J) 

□Hd 

jixJLiw 

fZIZZSZaBBB 

Survey  dotes 
£T)  Crossings: 

Washington  Blvd.  (6):  Light  traffic. 

Foothill  Fwy.  (AG):  Ooes  not  obstruct  access. 

Oak  Grove  Dr.  (AG  -  crosses  level  with  top  of  dam):  Equestrian  tunnel  provides  access  on  t  side 
CD  Gol*  course  on  both  sides  of  channel  to  channel  edge. 
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Note.  ••  some  street-  names  are  omitted 
on  tt\t  Winery  and  Hays  mops  due  to 
Iock.  of  space . 


Descanoo 
Gardens 

CHEVY  CHASE  DR. 

BEULAH  OR. 
COMMONWEALTH  AV. 
QAKWOOD  AV 
WOODLElGU  LN 


fL 

equestrian  fount, es  ^ 

^TMILC.  PVY" 
<**  AROvt 
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FLINT  CANYON  CHANNEL  MAP  15 


Reach  1 

Channel 

cm 

ROM  Access 

Ijl’JXU'SM 

Adjacent  Use 

LTTT1M 

Photographs 
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ROW 

Channel 

os.  sr 
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'Channel 

ROW 

OS,  SF 

Survey  Notes 


<p  Crossings. 

foothill  Fwy. 

Berkshire  PI. 

Woodlelgh  Ln. 

Oik wood  Ave. 

Coionwcal  th  Ave. 

Beulah  Or 
Chevy  Chase  Or. 

(2)  There  is  a  natural  stream  from  the  recreation  area  S  of  Berkshire  PI.  to  a  point  near  Chula  Senda  In.  (does  not  cross  stream).  W  of 
this  point,  the  channel  is  covered  to  Beulah,  and  there  is  a  linear  park  within  the  channel  ROW.  Channel  is  opon  for  a  short  distance 
{  of  Chevy  Chase,  but  there  is  no  usable  access.  An  equestrian  trail  lies  within  the  ROW  E  of  Beulah. 

(3)  The  channel  was  not  surveyed  in  detail. 


WINERY  CHANNEL  MAP  15 
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ROW  Access 
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Adjacent  Use 

Photographs 

1.  Flint  Cyn.  Confluence 
to 

Foothill  Blvd. 

TG  19  B4 

Vert. 

Sides  C 
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ROW  No 

Channel  Yes  ! 

SF .  Oescanso  Gdns . 
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445-446 

Ml 
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Qiarwtei  Ve. 

St _ 

SF,  Descanso  Gdns., 
OS 

Survey  Hates 


(D  Crossings: 

Padres  Tr  (G):  tight  traffic. 

Cncinas  Or.  <G):  I  tght  traffic 

N  and  S  entry  drives  to  Oescanso  Gdns.  (G):  light  traffic. 

Oescanso  Dr  (G)  Moderately  busy 
Verdugo  Blvd  (G):  Busy  street. 

Foothill  fwy,  (G):  Major  obstruction. 

Footnill  Blvd.  (f»).  Busy  Major  obstruction. 

Indian  Ave.  (G):  light  traffic. 

(?.'<  Covered  or  no  access  from  confluence  to  Oescanso  Gdns.  (SF  housing  cones  to  edge  of  channel),  lawn  or  landscaping  cones  to  edge  of 
channel  in  Gardens.  SF  housing  to  edge  of  channel  from  Descanso  Dr.  to  verdugo,  except  for  wide  open  space  adjacent  to  E  side  of 
channel  a  of  Oescanso.  Covered  from  Verdugo  to  Indian  Ave. 
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Photographs 

?.  Foothill  Blvd 
to 

Debris  Basin 

TG  J9  B2 

Vert. 

Sides  C 
Bottoj^C 
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Sf  3,  POMOr  ROM 
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Channel  Yes 

ROW  Yes 

if  [5],  Po«*r  ROM 

Survey  Notes 


(T)  Crossings 

Indiana  Ave.  (G)-  l  iqht  traffic. 

Olive  Ln.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

El  Vago  St.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

(?)  Narrow  channel,  about  5*  wide. 

(3)  W  side  access  area:  revered  for  ISO* ;  10*  dirt  from  this  point  to  Olive.  10*  paved  from  Olive  to  debris  basin  (equestrian  trail  alongside 

ROW  from  Olive  to  Et  Vago).  ^ 

(4)  E  side  access  area  covered  for  ISO";  10*  dirt  from  this  point  to  debris  basin  (equestrian  trail  within  ROW  from  £1  Vago  to  debris  basin. 

(5)  Sf  housing  along  side  opposite  power  ROW  Level  with  ROW,  potential  problems  in  some  places. 


HAY  CHANNEL  MAP  15 
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Survey  Notes 


(?)  Crossings: 

Oescanso  Or.  (6):  Moderately  busy. 

Cornishan  Ave.  (G)  Light  traffic 

foothill  Blvd. /Verdugo  intersection  (G):  Busy  street. 

w  side  access  area:  r0vereo  n  of  Oesranso;  no  usable  access  to  200*  W  of  Cornishan,  10*  dirt  for  remainder  of  distance. 

Cf)  E  side  across  area  fevered  n  of  Descanso.  no  usable  access  to  Cornishan;  B'-10*  dirt  from  tom  than  to  Foothill  Used  as  path  to  the 
school  S  o»  foothill 

Mi  ho  separation  between  vow  and  houses  K  of  channel  to  N  of  Cornishan.  Potential  problems 
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Foothill  Blvd. 
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Survey  Rotes 


(p  Crossings: 

Endues  Dr./Fernside  Dr.  intersection  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Flanders  Rd.  (G):  light  traffic. 

(?)  Channel  is  covered  for  all  of  this  reach  except  a  500'  length  S  of  Cncinas,  where  the  access  area  is  generally  tee  steep  for  use 
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0  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Olive  Ln.  (6):  Light  traffic. 

Inelt  obstructs  V  side  access  S  of  Green  Ln. 
Green  Ln.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Journey's  End  Or.  (G):  light  trofftc. 

El  Vago  St.  (G):  light  traffic. 

(D  Narrow  channel,  about  S'  «*ide. 

<j)  15  paved.  W  side,  from  El  Vago  to  debris  basin. 
0  fenced  frtm  fl  Vago  to  debris  basin  only. 
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to 
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Q.<  £«d.„  Cyo  IMnnel  .4  un,ler,rou«l  fr<*  Foothill  BlvO  to  th,  Got,  I  no.,,  of  Gould  C.n,o»  CMmdl  (between  S,nte  Ittes  end  Gould  >»  I 
"ui  sui  veyea  j  of  foothill,  ■ 
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Survey  Notes 


a)  Crossings: 

Knight  Way  <G) :  Light  traffic. 

Gould  Ave  (G) :  light  traffic. 

12)  Lnannel  is  covered  by  school  yard  and  parking  between  Knight  and  Gould. 


ALT ADENA  CHANNEL  MAP  15 

Not  Surveyed 


ALHAMBRA  WASH  MAP  16a 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjacent  use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

1 .  Rio  Hondo  Riv. 

to 

San  Her njrdino  fwy. 

IG  4/  Aj 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Dot  lam  c 

W 

ROW 

Channel  *•* 

os,  s,  sr,  c,  v, 

SF 

4 

445-469 

E 

tow.  (h 

Channel  res 

ROW 

OS.  C,  SF,  OS,  SF 

Survey  Notes 


i.1)  Crossing*: 

Wu-tiKit  Grove  (g)  y  street. 

Ru*  h  '•(.  (G):  Hue**,  rate  I  v  bu'.y. 

Sji  inibriel  Blvd.  (G):  lusy  street. 

Garvey  Ave.  (G)‘  Busy  street. 

Emerson  PI.  (G)  HUderati.-ly  busy. 

Heilman  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Sa”  Cernardino  Iwy.  (<’»)•  Major  obstruction. 

i,?j  Golf  suurse  oreciu'irs  ar.r.s  fro*  «io  Hondo  to  Walnut  Grove,  both  sides.  15’  dirt  access  road.  W  side,  Heilman  to  Son  Bernardino  fwy. 
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Side 

ROM  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjacent  Use 

«0PMl 

Photographs 

1.  Ramona  St. 
to 

Alhambra  Rd. 

TG  j;  04  to  o? 

V*r  t. 

SiJes  C 

Bottom  C 

w 

® 

Mo 

OS.  SF 

3 

47) -474 

l 

0> 

Channel  Yes 
*W  No 

OS,  SF 

Survey  Notes 


( 7 )  Crossings  and  inlets. 

Sat.  Pasqual  Crrek  inlet  obstructs  W  side 
SP1  RR  (G) 

Mission  Rd,  (6)  Busy  street. 

Alhambra  Ad.  (G):  Busy  street. 

0  Golf  course  and  park  come  to  edge  of  channel. 

©  Mode.,  ned  access  area  Open  spare,  school  grounds,  and  park  com  to  edge  of  channel,  providing  access. 
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ALHAMBRA  WASH 
SAN  PASQUAL  CREEK 
MILL  CREEK 


MAP  16b 

RUBIO  WASH 


Reach 

Channel 

"side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Photographs 

2.  San  finnardino  fwy. 
to 

Ramona  St. 

IG  37  t 6 

Vert . 

Siuev  C 

Bottom  C 

W 

None 

ROW 

Channel  y9s 

$r.  c.  sr 

3 

470 

£ 

© 

Channel  yes 

ROW 

sr.  c.  sr 

Survey  Notes 


(T)  Cros  :ngs: 

*»r  ltd  ft  St.  (6J  Moderately  busy. 

UH  Mar  Ave.  (G);  Busy  street. 

Valley  Blvd.  (G).  Busy  street. 
fU«oea  St.  (C)  Busy  street 

(f)  15'  dirt  access  road  between  valley  Blvd  and  Rmona  't. 


SAN  PASQUAL  CREEK  MAP  16a 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

1.  Alhambra  Confluence 
to 

Huntington  Dr. 

TG  37  04  to  C2 

vert . 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

2 

W 

'*•  0,rt  © 

**  ho 

Channel  res 

OS,  SF.  MF 

4 

475-477 

t 

IS'  Dirt  _ 
_ © _ 

Channel  yc. 

ROW  *Q 

V.  SF 

Survey  Motes 

(T)  Crossings; 

SPT  RR  (G) 

Mission  Rd.  (b):  Busy  street 
State  St.  (Ci):  Moderate ly  busy. 

Main  St.  (G):  Busy  Street. 

Woodward  Ave.  (G).  Busy  street 
Alhambra  Rd.  (G):  Susy  street 
Huntington  Or.  (GJ;  Busy  street. 

(Z)  Covered  from  confluence  to  Mission.  15‘  dirt  access  area  both  sides,  M  of  Mission. 


MILL  CREEK  MAP  16a 

WT£.  Kill  Cret  -  16.  -  Dot  uimiM 

RUBIO  WASH  MAP  16b 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

VON  kcm 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

1 .  Rio  Hondo  R. 
to 

Grand  Ave. 

TG  47  B1  to  37  F4 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

W 

None 

ROW  to 

CtlWIKt 

SF 

478-463 

i 

None 

Channel  Ye* 

ROW  ho 

St.  C.  SF.  OS 

Survey  Motes 
0  Crossings: 

San  Bernardino  Fwy.  (G):  Major  obstruction. 
Marshall  St.  (G):  Llobt  traffic. 

Walnut  Grove  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Valley  Blvd.  (G):  Very  busy. 

Wells  St.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Mission  Or.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Grand  Ave.  (G):  Busy  st-eet. 


Reach 

Channel 

Side" 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

•WMl 

Photographs 

2  Grand  Ave. 
to 

Huntinqton  Dr. 

TG  37  F 4  to  37  £1 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

w 

None 

ROW  No 

Channel  itl 

1.  C.  SF.  os 

4 

444-4*0 

c 

None 

Channel  t*s 

ROW  ho 

C,  SF.  OS 

SF,  OS,  SF 

Survey  Motes 
0  Crossings: 

Santa  Fe  RR  (G) 

Broadway  (G):  Busy  street. 

San  Gabriel  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Pine  St.  (G):  Light  traffic, 
livn  Oak  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Las  ’unas  Dr.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Elm  Ave.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Hermosa  Or.  (GV.  Moderately  busy, 
inngden  Or.  (G».  Busy  street. 

Rose  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Lora  n  Rd.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Huntington  Dr  (G):  Busy  Street. 

( t )  Channel  bottom  has  an  abrupt  fe*  drop  in  elevation. 

0  Building  spans  channel  just  of  Broadway;  major  obstruction. 
0  Building  spans  channel  just  if  of  Las  tunas;  major  obstruction. 


EATON  WASH  MAP  17a 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Bence  or  Well 

Adjacent  use  ~H 

<NM> 

Photographs 

1.  Rio  Hondo  Riv. 
to 

Rosemead  Blvd. 

TG  38  C6 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

SW 

is-  0.r«  a 

T5  771 

Channel  Yes 

C.  Sf  [3.  1 

3 

491-497 

« 

,S-  Mrt  ^ 

Channel  ?(S 

MM  res 

C.  Sf  ®,  w.  1 

Survey  Mott} 

(T)  Crossings: 

Flair  Dr.  (G)-  Moderately  busy 

San  Bernardino  Fwy.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Loftus  St  (G):  Moderately  busy 
Valley  81vd.  (G):  Busy  street 
Santa  Fe  RR:  (G) 

Temple  City  Blvfl.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Lower  Aiusa  Rd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Cncinita  Ave.  (6);  Busy  street. 

Rosemead  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

(£)  No  access  road  on  W  side  o'  channel  between  Flair  Dr.  and  San  Bernardino  Fwy. 

(3)  W  side  access  area  is  paved  between  the  Rio  Hondo  and  Fl»1r  Dr.,  and  between  Valley  Blvd.  end  the  RR.  No  access  S  ©F  lower  A/yse,  used 
as  drive  by  adjacent  industry. 

[T]  SF  housing,  loftus  to  Valley,  yards  are  level  with  ROW,  separated  by  chain  link.  Potential  problem. 


Veach 

Channel 

vide 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

App**t 

Photographs 

2.  Rosemead  Blvd 
to 

Duarte  Blvd 

TG  38  A3 

vert  . 

Sides  t 

Bottom  C 

SW 

© 

ROW  Yes 

Chennel  Yes 

S.  MF,  SF 

3 

496.  499 

NE 

© 

Channel  T« 

ROW  Yes 

V,  c.  SF 

Survey  Notes 

(D  Crossings: 

Broadway  (G):  Busy  street 

Las  Tunas  Dr.  (G):  Busy  street 

Muscatel  Ave  (G)  Moderately  busy. 

Henaosa  Dr.  |G)  Moderately  bu>y. 

Garibaldi  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Longden  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street . 

Duarte  Blvd.  (G)  Busy  street. 

*X  ^ '  paved  access  road  both  sides  between  fescatel  anj  Duarte.  IS'  dirt  between  Broadway  and  Muscetel. 


EATON  WASH  MAP  17b 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

I  Adjacent  Use 

B.PM1 

Photographs 

3,  Duarte  Blvd. 
to 

Colorado  Blvd. 

TG  28  A6 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

W 

IS'  Oirt 

ROW  res 

Chennel  Yes 

BF.  c,  MF 

4 

500-504 

1 

IS'  Oirt 

Chennel  Yes 

ROW  (?) 

p.  SF.  V 

Survey  Motes 


(P  Crossings: 

Huntington  Ur .  ((.):  Busy  street 
California  lllvd  (G):  Busy  street  . 

Pasqual  St.  ('»)  Moderately  busy 
Del  Mar  Blvd.  (G)  Moderately  busy 
Color  ido  Bl»d  f  fi ) '  Mode*  jti'ly  busy 
(D  [  BOM  fenced  only  between  11,111  inn* on  and  Colorado. 


BT3 

i  . . . 

D 

!  15'  Dirt 

an 

3 

15'  Olrt 

ILiflPJi 

Photographs 


505-511 


Survey  Motts 

(t)  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Foothill  F*y.  (AG)/ Foothill  Blvd.  (G) :  fwy.  crosses  the  channel  over  Foothill  Blvd.  Foothill  Blvd.  has  heavy  traffic 
Orange  Grove  Bird.  (G):  Busy 

Sierra  Hadre  Villa  channel  inlet  obstructs  E  side  access. 

Sierra  Madre  Blvd.  (G) :  Busy  street. 

(0  C  runnel  »s  covered  by  a  car  lot  between  Colorado  and  Foothill  Fwy. 

(jQ  Good  views  of  foothills  to  N  and  E. 


SIERRA  MADRE  VILLA  CHANNEL  MAP  17b 


Channel 


i  mat 


i  can 


Survey  notes 

1  sssi.^ii'sj.n'Jstiar * uu"  *th  to  s,*rr* M,,fr' i,n’*  *"  w  «-«*  «— •  *•  «•  «**  °> 


FAIR  OAKS  STORM  DRAIN  MAP  17b 


Channel 


IEOI 


1.  New  York  Or. 
to 

Altadena  Dr. 

TG  70  F6 


Fence  or  wall  I  Adjacent  Use 


St.  SF 


icsat 


Survey  Notes 

fair  Oaks  Stone  Orain  Is  a  6--8'  wide  trapezoidal  channel  no  mr e  than  J’-A’  de«p  with  no  separate  RON!  it  is  bounded  on  one  side  by  a  street 
and  on  the  other  py  residences.  Many  private  drivewoy*  cross  the  seal)  channel,  and  it  Is  vndar^ound  at  street  Intersections. 


RUBIO  DIVERSION  MAP  17b 


IQOI 


icsaai 


Survey  Notes 

Channel  is  entirely  covereo  by  Al'adena  St  except  for  a  1,400'- long  section  F  of  the  Rubio  Wash  confluence. 
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ARCADIA  WASH  MAP  18a 
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Adjacent  Use 

ISSSM 

Photographs 

1 .  Rio  Hondo  Riv. 
to 

Confluence 

1G  JB  14  -  28  D6 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

w 

IS ‘ -30*  Dirt 

R0U  »#i  1 

Channel  Yes  i 

C.  M 

4 

S13-SH 

E 

15  -?0‘  Dirt 

Channel  Vc, 

**  i«» _ 

1.  ‘-F 

Survey  Note* 

(T)  Crossings: 

Lower  Azusa  Rd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Grand  Ave.  (G).  Moderately  busy, 
freer  Street  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Gaines  Or.  (G):  light  traffic, 
t  ive  Oak  Aye.  (G) :  Busy  street, 
las  Tunas  Or.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Sandra  Ave.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Woodruff  Aye.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Talm  Or.  (G):  Light  traffic, 
longden  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  bus y. 
las  Flores  Ave.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Wisteria  Ave.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Lemon  Ave.  (G) -  light  traffic. 

Norman  Ave.  (G):  light  traffic. 

Cammo  Real  (G).  Moderately  busy. 

Naomi  Ave.  ( G> :  Liqht  traffic. 

II  Monte  Ave.  (6):  Busy  street. 

Leroy  owe.  (G ) :  light  traffic. 

Ouarte  Rd.  (G}:  Busy  street. 

Campus  Rd  (G)‘  Busy  street- 

(jf)  IS'  paved  access  road  between  I  eroy  ano  Duarte,  W  side 

L3)  Access  restricted  N  of  Campus  by  golf  course  on  E  and  rose  garden  on  w 


ARCADIA  WASH  EAST  BRANCH  MAP  18a 
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|  Row  Access 

fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

Arcadia  Confluence 
to 

Orange  Grove 

TG  2 8  DS 

SJ 

ill 

U 

[  15'  Dirt 

ROW  Yes 

Channel  Yes 

C,  <F 

4 

S24-528 

E 

IS'  Dirt 

Channel  Yes 

ROW 

c.  sr 

Survey  Notes 
i I)  Crossings. 

Huntington  Dr  (o)  Busy  street 
Colorado  Place  (Gl :  Modentelv  busy. 

Colorado  81vd  (GJ :  Busy  street. 

AT&Sf  RR  (G) 

foothill  f wy.  (G) 

foothill  Olvd.  (G)  Busy  street. 

Hacienda  Ur.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Orange  Grove  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

(2)  Access  road  covered  by  civic  offices  between  E  and  W  lanes  of  Huntington. 

(3)  Channel  runs  through  parking  lot  of  Santa  Anita  Race  Track. 

(A)  Channel  Is  covered  for  100“  beyond  Colorado. 

(5)  Channel  is  covered  between  RR  tracks  and  foothill  Fwy. 

l6j  Inadequate  fencing  at  rear  yards  of  residences  to  assure  privacy  from  trail  users 
'  f)  Not  surveyed  N  or  Orange  Grove. 


ARCADIA  WASH  WEST  BRANCH  MAP  18a 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adja<ent  use 

Photographs 

).  Arcadia  Confluence 
to 

Orange  Grove 
fG  26  OS 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 
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"0,K  (6) 

ROW 

Channel  Yes 

C,  OS,  SF 

4 

5?0-5?3,  S?9 

F 

None 

Channel  t«s 

ROW 

C.  OS,  SF 

_ 

Survey  Notes 

(3)  Crossings: 

Huntington  Dr.  (O .  Busy  street 
Baldwin  Ave.  {<•)■  Busy  street. 

Colorado  St  (g) :  Busy  street. 

Fnothill  Iwy.  (G)  Busy  street 
Old  Ranch  Rd  (G):  Light  traffic, 
foothill  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Hami'too  Rd  (G):  light  traffic 
Singfngwood  Or.  (G):  Light  traffic 
Orange  Grove  Ave.  (Gl:  Moderately  busy 
(J)  Channel  is  covered  by  a  parking  lot  between  E  and  W  lanes  of  Huntington. 

01)  channel  runs  through  the  parking  lot  of  the  Santa  Anita  Race  Treck. 

(4)  Access  restricted  hy  County  Arboretum. 

{£>  Channel  is  covered  between  Colorado  and  foothill  Fwy 
®  10'  access  road  between  Hampton  and  Orange  Grove  on  W  side 
1  f)  Channel  Is  underground  N  o»  r range  Grove. 

(8)  Baldwin  Ave.  channel  enters  unde?  ‘nothin  fwy.  Channel  remains  underground  to  the  N. 
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Q)  Crossing. 

L've  Oak  Axe-  (u):  Very  bu'.y. 
long,  tv  r.  Axe  (1*1:  Moderately  l»usy. 

Cammo  Woal  Moderately  l<ufy. 

Duarte  Rd.  it* >  Busy  Mreel. 

(2)  Channel  .ranges  from  trap  to  vert.  J00‘  south  oi  Uvt  Oak. 
(X'  tquestrijn  frail  is  adjacent  to  channel  ROW.  .iot  within 


Reach  | 

Channel 

[Side" 

ROW  Access 

fence  or  Nall 

Adjacent  use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

2 .  Uuar te  »d .  ! 

to 

Sycamore  Ave. 

If.  28  IS 

Vert 

Sides  C 

Cotton.  C 

■ 

IS'  Dirt 

HOW  lev 

Channel  res 

'•»  .  C .  Sf 

3 

S3S-SA3 

t 

IS'  Dirt 

_ U} _ 

Channel  «es 

MM  res 

M  .  C.  W.’TT  " 

Survey  Motes 


CO  Crossings 

AT  S  «,f  UR  (f.) 

Huntington  lir./Sth  Ave.  intersection  (GJ.  Susy  street. 

Santa  Mara  St.  (G).  light  traffic. 

2nd  St.  (G)  Busy  street. 

Cole  ado  Blvd.  (G) *  UuSy  Street, 
foothill  Bird.  (G).  Busy  street. 

Sycamore  Ave  ((.):  Light  traffic. 

*v  Access  road  stops  100*  before  foothill  r*y.  a  narrow  (10’  max.)  easement  continues  under  fwy.  bridge  but  stops  at  Colorado. 
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Survey  Motes 

(7)  Crossings  and  Inlets: 

Sierra  Madre  dash  inlet  obstructs  W  side 
Elkins  Ave.  (G):  Light  traffic. 
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CD  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Highland  Oaks  Or.  (G):  light  traffic. 

OakvAixJ  Or.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Orange  Grove  Ave.  (G):  Bus/  street. 

\  Santa  Anita  A»n.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Sierra  Madre  Blvd.  (G) .  Moderately  busy 
'*r and  View  Aye  (G):  light  traffic 

Numerous  small  crossings  between  Grand  View  and  debris  basin  (f,):  light  traffic 
'?  H  side,  no  access  except  10’  d»rl  from  Sierra  Madre  to  Grand  View. 
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Survey  Notes 

0  Crossings. 

Buena  Vista  St.  (G) :  Itoderately  busy. 

(?)  H  side  access  area:  is  dirt  road  and  van  Mete 
1,3)  Intermittent. 

r  st.  provide  access 

M  of  Buena  Vista,  Interrupted  by  SF  houses  that  eatend  to  edge  of  channel. 

Reach 

Channel 

Side 

MM  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Vmi 

Photographs 

2.  Spreading  Basin 
to 

Duarte  Rd. 

TG  39  Cl 

Trap. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

N/W 

MM  Ves 

Channel  No 

1.  V 

2 

569-572 

S/E 

Channel  No 

MM  V#s 

1.  OS,  SF 

Survey  Motes 
0  Crossings: 

Buena  Vista  St.  (G) :  Moderately  busy. 
tKiarte  Rd.  (G1:  Busy  street. 

®  ./U  Sid,  icctss  it <•:  15'  dirt  first  2/3  of  r,«ch;  12'  Mv,d  1,st  tMn). 

®  s,d«  .ccess  *rta  1?'  dirt  first  2/3  of  reach;  no  access  last  third  (Sf  housing  to  edge  of  channel). 
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0  Crossings: 

Peck  Rd.  (Gl:  Busy  street 
Live  Oak  Ave.  (&)-.  Busy  street. 
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l .  i  ro'.f»'"«js  and  »"leis' 

Loi  -joen  Ayr  ( G)  Modera’ely  buSy. 

Bwena  V»*:a  Channe’  mlrt  obstructs  east  side. 

i)  l  Sidr  access  ma  access  from  Live  Oak  to  tonqdon.  Access  area  Mas  a  side  slope,  is  hravily  planted  with  trees.  15'  dirt  fro*  tonoden 
to  Bij’-na  Vista  conflurice  ^ 

1  a  stj.  4cce«.‘.  no  access  *r(w  J00‘  N  of  longden  to  60Q-  N  of  longdon  Street  cones  to  edge  of  channel  15'  <jlrt  past  this  area 
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0  Crossings 

Shrode  St.  (G)  I  ight  traffic 
Cue  1  >d  Ave  (Gl  Light  t>afftr 

OUArte  Ad.  (Gl  Rusv  street 
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Survey  Notes 

(f)  Crossings 

A’AV  RR  (G) 

Building  over  channel  (G) 

iver green  St  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

foothill  Fwy.  t G) 

centra)  Aye.  ,G)  Moderately  busy. 

{2)  Covered  ?S0‘  N  of  Duarte  Rd.  -  Resurfaces  N  of  Central  Aye. 
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CL)  Cross  mys. 

Huntington  Di  .  (l.)  Busy  street 
Mountain  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Old  RR  Bridge  (No  longer  in  use)  (G) 
Roy.il  Oaks  Or.  (G)  Moderately  busy. 
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(1)  Crossings 

lewn  Ave.  (G) :  l  ight  traffic. 

Mild  Rose  Ave  (G[ -  tight  traffic. 

Hreystone  Ave.  (u);  Light  traffic 
horuvfcega  «d.  (G)  Light  traffic 

!*J  T*e  r**r  /diyjf  ot  residences  are  level  with  the  service  road  and  existing  chain  link  fencing  permits  direct  viewing. 
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WALNUT  CREEK  MAP  20a 
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{.0  Crossings 

San  Gabriel  River  fwy 
Baldwin  Park  Blvd  (b 
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sf .  1  ,  y 

Purvey  Notes 

(j)  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Big  Oalton  Hash  inlet  obstructs  h  side 
Big  Dd  1  ton  Ave.  (l»)  Moderately  busy. 
Puente  Ave.  ( C )  Busy  Street. 

Willow  Ave.  (G >  Moderately  busy 
Merced  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street. 
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4  Merced  Ave. 
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(1)  Crossings: 

Orange  Ave. 
Cdneron  Ave 
Sunset  Ave. 
Service  Ave. 


((*)'  Bui/  street. 

(G)  Busy  street. 
(G):  Busy  Street. 
{GJ:  1  ignt  trafi jc. 
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Sf.  V,  C 

(T)  Crossings 

California  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Glendora  Ave,/W.  Covin#  Parkway  intersection  (G):  Busy  street. 
Vincent  Ave  /W  Covina  Parkway  intersection  (G):  Busy  street. 
(D  Parting  lot  covers  channel. 
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lark  tilen  Ave.  i'»)  Busy  Mreet 
'  A^tsa  A»e  (G):  8uiy  street 
RoMenbec*  St,  {&);  Busy  street, 
f  Itrus  Ave.  ((i).  Busy  Strppi 
M  housing  adtaernt  on  both  '  nV- 
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■i  Innate  teparaf  ion  to  insure  privacy 
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■  f)  Crossings  arm  inlets 

Charter  Oak  mlet  obstructs  N  side 

Barranca  St.  (U):  Busy  street 

inlet  obstructs  access  on  S  side  W  of  Holt. 

Holt  Ave.  (C)  I  ight  traffic. 

San  Bernardino  l»y.  (G)  Major  ohstri*  (<o». 

Garvey  Pvt*.  (f»)  Moderately  busy. 

Fast  Mills  liiuestrian  lijil  Lies  S  ut  access  road. 
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\]D  tr-OSS  i  *s';s ; 

(it  and  Ave  ( G) :  Busy  s’ reel. 

Oak  Cyn.  Rd.  (G|:  Light  traffic. 

Covina  Hills  Rd.  (G)  light  traffic. 

(/)  ‘‘Walnut  Creek  Fishing  Hole"  is  located  in  spreading  grounds  W  of  Grind  Are. 

Oj  Walnut  Oeek  is  a  natural  stream  i  of  the  channel  flows  through  Walnut  Creek  Park,  which  eitcnds  l  to  the  foothill  Fwy 
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Crossings 

Holt  Ave.  (G) .  light  traffic. 

San  Bernardino  lev.  (G):  Major  Obstruction 
Garvey  Aye  (G):  Moderate I ,  busy. 

Work-nan  Ave.  (G|  Busy  street 
Rowland  Ave  (G)  Light  traffic. 

Barranca  Ave.  |U)  federate ly  busy, 
fuet’e  Ave.  (G)  Moderately  busy 
?ad'  I  In  St.  (u)  l  ight  t.jlli.  . 

San  Bernardino  Rrt  (G)  Hide rate  I y  busy 
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^holographs 

1  walnut  Creaa 
to 

1.  4<m1U  st 

IG  48  tl 

Ve»  t 

Sides  C 
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hu 

15'  dirt  | 

ROM  ret 

Channel  Yes 

i.uiB.i 

2  * 

•09 

St 

IS'  dirt 

Channel  vei 

KM  ves 

V.  SFlli,  S 

Survey  Notes 


CrOSS  1 
Oeli 


gs 


the  Sen  tjt-rnadmo  Fwy  ,  and  Garvey  Ave.  all  cross  the  channel  at  grade  in  appro* latte!/  the  s«tt  location,  and  the 
three  toother  constitute  one  major  obstruction.  Daltwood  and  Garvey  carry  heavy  traffic. 

Merued  Ave.  (Gi  Moderately  busy. 

Pec  f  1c  Ave.  (G)  Moderately  busy- 
Sad’llo  St.  (G)  Very  busy. 

[7]  IF  housing,  both  sides,  level  with  ROW.  Separated  primarily  by  chain  link  and  vegetation.  Potential  privacy  problams 
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nw 

ROW  Access 

|  Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  use 

EZM 

Photographs 

2  Badillo  St. 
to 

Azusa  Cyn  Rd 

TG  n  rs 

Vert. 

sides  C 

Bottom  C 

IS’  dirt 

DJBVQII 

EBHBBCz^B 

SF,  OS 
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•10-612 

a 

IS'  dirt 

SF.  OS 

Survey  notes 
(p Crossings 

Puente  Ave  10)  i  *gM  traffic. 

Ramona  Blvd.  (G)  Vei  y  bAy. 

SPT.  CO.  «R  (G) 

los  Angeles  St  (G)  Moderately  busy. 

Azu»a  Cyn.  Rd  (Gl :  Very  busy 
(T)  Old  Quarry  Pit;  potential  recreational  use/rest  stop 
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3.  Azusa  Cyn  Rd 
to 

Vincent  Ave. 

TG  88  A4 

Veri 
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EeflKB 

V,  OS,  Sf 
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H’  dirt 

lSHH 

C,  V,  S,  SF 

Survey  Notes 

(D  Crossing,  and  Inlets- 
SPT  cr.  R*  (G) 

Cypress  St.  (GJ  Moderately  busy. 

Irwindale  Ave.  (GJ :  Very  busy. 

Vincent  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Little  Dalton  wash:  inlet  obstructs  access  on  NW  side. 
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4.  Vincent  Ave. 
to 

Citrus  Av«. 
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_ _ _ -J 

Survey  Notes 

Q)  Crossings  and  Inlets 

San  ni«is  Wash,  Inlet  obstructs  access  on  SC  side, 
tars  Cllen  Ave.  (Cl  Moderately  busy. 

Azusa  Ave.  (G);  Very  busy 
Arrow  HWy.  (G):  lery  buiy. 

Cenitos  Ave.  (Gl  Very  busy. 

Citrus  Ave.  (G)  Verv  busy. 

(1)  Sf  access  width  Is  IPC*  between  Cerritos  and  Citrus  (includes  power  line  RQw). 


Al-61 


J 


BIG  DALTON  WASH  MAP  21b 


Beach  “ 

^hanS*^ 

side 

MJH  Access 

= 

1  fence  or  well 

Adjacent  Use 

5.  Citrus  Ave.  ] 

to 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

m 

l5*-20*  dirt 

3> 

T5S  Tes 

|  Channel  ves 

sr.  S.  os.  nf.  c 

ic  aa  tz 

S  £ 

IS  -20;  dirt 

a> 

| Channel  W 
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Appeal  |  Photographs 
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0  Crossings: 

Gladstone  St.  (6):  Very  busy 
Barranca  Aye  (G):  Vary  busy. 

Grand  Aye.  (6):  vary  busy. 

Glendora  At  (ft):  v#r,  busy. 

foothill  f«ty.  (AC) :  Does  not  obstruct  accost  on  either  tldi. 

(J)  S£  access  width  »$  100'  from  Citrus  to  Gladstone,  WW  access  width  is  100  frwi  Gladstone  to  Greed. 


tote  Include  power  line  ttOkt. 
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ROU  Access 

fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

6.  Glendora  Aye.  ~j 
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BOW  y*s 

OS.  SF.  C 

Surrey  Motes 

(jj  Crossings: 

dauna  Loa  Aye.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Alosta  Ave.  (G):  Very  busy. 

0  Park  is  a  mjor  destination  for  trails  In  this  are*. 
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(T)  Crossings  and  Inlets: 


STsrC5T«!  NOt  '  Wjtnietlon.  Get  bnd<r.round  »ft.r  •  short  diiunt.,  M  ton  bo  gm  tround  Hilly. 

foothill  Btvd.  (G):  Very  buoy 

Siorro  Nodro  Am.  (G):  HodtroUly  hny. 

Glendora  W.  ltd.  (G):  light  tr.fflt. 

lnlot  obitructs  octet'  .»  t  tldo  s  of  Glondoro  d»n.  W. 
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sf  m 

2 

632-C34 

S£ 

15 ‘  dirt 

TOST  ,ei 

KM  Yes 

Sf  [FJ.  Hf 

Survey  Hotel 

ij)  Crossings 

Vincent  Av*.  (c,) -  Moderately  busy 
VrOw  Hwy.  (ti)  Bus,  street 

Lark  (Hen  Ave.  (G).  Busy  street.  * 

Gladstone  St.  If*).  Moderately  busy. 

Azusa  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street. 
roothi|l  Fwy.  (6)-  Major  obstruction, 

‘.?l  h°us,n9*  both  sides;  yares  are  level  with  HOW,  separated  only  by  cna»«  l»n*  fence.  Po'entia)  problem. 
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2.  Foothill  fwy. 
to 
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Survey  Motes 


tl)  Cro?sit»9s. 

Baseline  Md.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Pasadena  Ave.  (G)  Moderately  busy 
Cerritos  Ave  (G)-  Moderate I,  busy 
fifth  St  (G)  federal  el y  Busy. 

Mockvdlt*  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

A costa  Ave.  (0)  Busy  street 

[f]  Sf  housing,  both  sides;  yarJs  are  level  with  RCW,  separated  only  by  chain  link  fence.  Potential  problem. 
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Channel  vas 

ROU  yes 

S.  Mf.  C 

Survey  notes 
^  Crossings 

"""  Citrus  Ave.  (G).  Moderately  busy, 
barranca  Ave.  IG):  Busy  street. 

Grand  Ave.  ((.)•  Moderately  lusy. 
t  ijnthi  1 1  Ave.  (l.)r  Busy  street. 

I  efi’isylvania  Av*  .  (G)  Moderately  busy. 

;«m*muii»  Ave  ji  •  Moriei Jtt-I>  busy. 

Athletic  •'•Id  i  owes  to  «*dfie  of  i  ha  one  1  'nun  titni.  to  Barranca. 

''i)  I'.ivd  between  .  urns  and  Td-'anc.i  Poor  condition 

■,4.'  Pairing  lot  cov»»  s  acce.s  «*.ea  tram  Borianca  to  Grand;  no  access  road. 
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to 
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Survey  Motes 

fV'  Channel  IS  cover,  d  between  rf.-i.vnt  A  Vtst.i  Uomtj  by  a  parking  let 
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5.  Vista  Bonita  Ave. 
to 

Live  Oak  Ave. 
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SF.  OS  (Park) 
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SE 
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Channel  y«s 

W  ves 
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Survey  Motes 


(X)  Crossings; 

Mb*sf>  Ave.  (6).  Light  traffic. 

Cullen  Ave.  (G) :  light  traffic. 

Bennett  Ave  (6):  Light  traffic. 

Urt  Oak  A ve.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

(D  S£  s id*  access  ar*a;  paved  between  Vista  Bonita  and  Wabash  (used  as  an  Alley);  park  extends  to  edge  of  channel  from  Wabash  to  Cullen; 
15*  dirt  fro*  Cullen  to  l we  Oak. 
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Photographs 
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to 
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SF.  V 

Survey  Notes 
(l)  Crossings: 

Leadora  Are.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Sierra  Madre  Ave.  (G) :  Moderately  busy. 

Loralne  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

(2J  Streambed  is  natural  £  of  loralne. 

(D  SF  housing  cones  to  edge  of  channel  on  $£  side  from  Bennett  to  leodora. 
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TT77T 

Survey  Notes 
(,£  Crossings 

l  .1' k  f  I  len  Av  l *•)  •  Moderately  busy. 

Am. a  Ave.  <».)  Hoder.iioly  busy, 
r.mwell  Ayr  (»•}:  Light  trafltC. 
ltd  I  lenheck  Ayr  (•,):  fiuderatrly  busy. 

Citrjs  Ave.  (M  Mode  .ifety  busy. 

[■’ !  **  housing ,  both  -.ules;  y.irds  jre  level  with  POM,  separated  only  i>y  ihain  link  fence  Potential  problem'- 
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Survey  Notes 
(T;  Crossings 

Barranca  Avp.  ((.):  Moderately  busy. 

Arrow  Hwy.  (G):  Busy  stu-rt 
G' and  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy 
Glendora  Ave  (G)  Moderately  busy 

L?)  51  housing,  N  sid«.  yards  are  level  with  ROW,  vjMfitfil  only  by  rhain  link  tenre  l,i*irnM*l  emt'1-r.s 
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Channel  yes 

ROW  yes  | 

-urvey  Motes 
(.I1  Crossings: 

Jauitita  Ave.  (G).  light  trjffii 
Bonnie  Cove  Ave  (GJ:  Moderately  busy. 
Gladstone  St.  (C):  Moderately  liuvy. 
'»unflower  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  Ihjsj*. 
lone  Hill  Ave.  (C«k :  Nodeutely  l-usy. 
Focthill  Iwy.  (L)-  Major  obstruction. 
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Survey  Notes 


lT>  Crossings: 

Amelia  Ave  ( U)  Moderately  busy. 
Cataract  Ave.  (u):  Moderately  busy. 
San  Dinas  Ave.  (GJ:  Busy  street. 
Foothill  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 
Natural  streambed  F  of  Foothill  Blvd 
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7.  Brea  Cy».  Rd.  j 
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No  crossings  (Grand  A»e  docs  not  cross  channel}. 
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to 
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Survey  Notes 

(1T  Crossings  and  Inlets- 

PHvate  Road  (G):  Light  traffic 

Inlet  obstructs  S  side  access  just  F  o‘  orlvate  rd. 

Valley  Blvd.  (G) :  Very  busy. 

Temple  Ave.  (G) :  Very  busy. 

(2)  Strong  odors  from  feed  lot  to  S. 
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Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  wall 

Adjacent  Use 

1  Appeal 

Photographs 

9.  Orange  Fwy. 
to 

Corona  Fwy. 

TG  94  A2 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

h 

15'  unpaved 

ROW  Yes 

Channel  Yes 

0$  (park) 

j  2 

666*667 

s 

25'  unraved 

ChanneT  rft 

ROW  Yes 

Sf  '_2' 

Survey  Notes 

(??  Crossings: 

Ridgeway  St.  (G) :  lignt  traffic. 

Corona  Fwy.  (A„;  Fort’ons  of  old  bridge  remain  under  fwy.  bridge.  Removal  of  these  would  allow  unrestricted  access  under 
fwy.  bridge 

J?j  SF  housing,  S  side.  Yards  level  with  ROW.  separated  by  fences.  Potential  privacy  problems. 


Reach 

Channel  j 

Tide  | 

ROw  Access  J 

Fence  or  wall  ] 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

10.  Corona  Fwy. 
to 

San  Cernardino  Fwy. 

TG  94  B2*D1 

Vert.  1 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

15'  unpave^-oad  ' 

ROW  Yes  1 

Channel  re% 

SF.  OS 

3 

25'  unpaved 

Channel^  Ves 

ROW  Yes 

SF,  OS 

Survey  Notes 

CQ  Crossings : 

Ganesha  Blvd-  (0)  Light  traffic. 

Glen  Ave.  (G):  tight  traffic. 

Dudley  St.  (G):  light  traffic. 

Weber  St.  <G)  t  ight  traffic. 

Murchison  Ave.  (O':  L  >aht  traffic. 

San  Bernardino  Fwy.  ((,)  Major  Otstmction. 

( l )  Total  access  width  50'  (dirt)  from  Corona  to  Ganesha  on  H  side. 
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THOMPSON  CREEK  MAP  24b 


Reach 

Channel 

m 

I  ROM  Access 

[  fence  or  Wall  ] 

Adjacent  Use 

r  "im 

Photograph* 

]  Sjn  Bernardino  l< reway 

vert 

— 

!  © 

wm 

Sf 

mm 

Ganesha  Park 

Bottv  C 

□ 

© 

jjjjjj 

f 

B 

Survey  WotH 

©  Crossings: 

None. 

1£)  A  paved  alley  is  adjacent  to  the  channel  on  the  north  side. 

U-  A  IS'  planted  dirt  strip  separates  the  channel  ircm  the  freeway  on  the  south  side. 


Reach 

Channel 

QQ 

ROW  Access 

[  fence  or  Well  ] 

Adjacent  Use 

E3SB 

Photographs 

i.  Ganesha  Park 

< to  McAmley  Ave. ) 

fG  -W  OC 

Vert  . 

Sides  C 

Botiu*  C 

9 

© 

Sf 

■ 

n 

© 

f 

Survey  Notes 


(J)  Crossings: 

Precudo  St.  (G):  light  traffic. 

McMnley  Ave.  (G) :  busy  street. 

(2)  Park  comes  to  edge  of  channel  on  both  sides  7he  last  . ’00‘  o»  channel  to  the  north  within  the  park  is  covered. 


Reach 

Channel 

BZ3 

ROW  Access 

Adjacent  Use 

Photographs 

3.  McKinlpy  Ave. 
to 

la  Verne  Avo. 
ig  go  IS 

Vert. 

Sides  ( 

Do  it  on  V 

U 

© 

l  a  i  rgrourds ,  SI 

D 

l 

© 

wsmm 

St.  Sf  j 

Survey  Notes 


if)  Crossings 

white  Ave  Hi)-  uusy  street 
UVerne  Ave.  (li):  Busy  street. 

(2)  10'  dirt.  McAintey  to  White;  15’  pared.  Miite  to  laVerne. 

(3)  lasses  through  lairground  parking  lot  N  of  McKinley.  Parking  lot  come  to  edge  of  channel  on  £  side.  15 ‘  dirt  *rm  White 
to  la  Verne.  Periodically  covered  or  inaccessible  at  points  in  Fairgrounds  between  While  and  LaVerne. 

(4)  fenced  from  White  to  LaVerne 


Reach 

Channel 

Una 

ROW  Access 

Adjacent  Use 

ESSJM 

Photographs 

4.  1  aveme  Ave. 
to 

Foothi 1 1  Blvd. 

10  <K)  14-n 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

J] 

IS*  dirt 

CSBBSB 

sr.  St 

B 

_u 

15’  din 

□BB 

hi  .  ns 

Survey  Notes 


(0  Crossings 

Arrow  H*»y  ((,):  Busy  street. 

Al  l/'.PT  Rtt(G) 

bon i f a  Ave  (G);  Moderately  busy 
Grim  Are.  (li) :  Moderately  busy, 
loothill  Blvd.  ( G) :  Busy  street. 


Reach 

Channel 

bsu 

ROW  Access 

Adjacent  Use 

trmrn 

Photographs 

S  l tiotbi  1 1  Blvd. 
to 

Mountain  Ave. 

1C  90  £2  to  96  A6 

Veil. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  f 

D 

_ 

■l  .  OS 

■ 

m 

mmm 

s*  m 

Survey  Notes 


'  \y  Cross 'ngs 

Garey  Ave.  (l.)  •  Light  traffic. 

Baseline  Rd.  (G).  Moderately  busy. 

Mountain  A v.v  (G):  light  traffic. 

(Tj  si  housing,  St  s'de  between  Baseline  and  Mountain;  potential  privacy  problems. 


Reach 

Channr 1 

Eira 

ROW  Acces* 

[  fence  or  Wall  I 

Adiacent  Use 

can 

Photographs 

6.  Kiuntam  Ave. 
to 

i hump son  Crk  M.im 

If.  ft.  P6-CS 

Vert 

Sides  • 

Dot  ton  C 

i _ 

n 

15*  dirt 

gggjjgPi 

IIS 

B 

a 

15’  dirt  (?)  j 

M  .  OS  j 

Survey  Motes 

il)  1 1  oss  mgs 

Pomel  lo  l)r  (*,).  i  >glit  traffic. 

-everal  siivi  1 1  private  d>  un  (not  shown  on  nap)  (G) :  t 'ght  ti.it  l  u 
l?i  f  ifti  i  , km-  is  located  .ilnny  *>t  side,  along  with  buy  le  and  eguestrian  trails, 
i  3-  At  t rai  f  i  v«  Mll-.i.tes,  seem*  upon  space 


M-7Z 


\ 
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MARSHALL  CREEK  MAP  25a 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access  1 

Fence  or  Mall 

Adjacent  Use 

Apwl 

Photographs 

1.  Pudding st one  Reservoir 
to 

Holly  Oak  st. 

TG  90  84 

wt. 

Sides  f 

Button  C 

W 

15'  Dirt 

RM  fes 

Channel  Tea 

CS 

J 

AM -47? 

1 

1SJ  Dirt  1 

Channel  *ft 

**  ^ 

cs 

Survey  Motes 

(J)  Crossing*  and  inlets: 

Puddlngstone  Creek  inlet  obstructs  W  side  i  of  PuddinQStone  ftr. 

Live  Oak  Wash  Inlet  obstructs  t  side  S  of  Puddlngstone  Or. 

Puddingstone  Or  (G ) :  Roderately  busy. 

SPT  SR  (G) 

Arrow  Huy.  (G):  Busy  street. 

ATiSF  W  (C)  Equestrian  rmup  provides  for  undertrosiing  in  invert. 

Pa lent  res  Awe .  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Third  Ave.  {&>•*  Moderately  hu*.y. 

Bonita  Ave  (G):  Moderately  busy, 
fifth  St.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

HOlly  Oak  St.  (5):  light  trslfic. 

(?)  equestrian  trail  follows  £  side  of  Wheeler  Ave. ,  reenters  channel  ROM  at  PaloMres,  r»os  dom  Into  Invert  M  of  ATISF  M. 


Reach  1 

Channel 

"side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

2.  Holly  Oak  st.  1 

to  | 

Debris  Basin 

TG  90  C2  1 

Wert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C 

M 

IS*  Dirt 

ROW  Yes 

Channel  Yes 

SF,  OS 

4 

872-174 

E 

IS‘  Dirt 

Channel  Yes 

ROW  tes 

ins 

Surrey  Holes 
(T)  Crossings. 

Paseo  Ave.  (G) :  light  traffic 
foothill  BNd.  (G):  Busy  street. 
Baseline  Rd.  (G):  Busy  street 
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LIVE  OAK  WASH  MAP  25b 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

1  Puddingstone  Reservoir 
to 

Walnut  St. 

_IUft  6.4- 

Vert 

Sides  l 

Bottom  C 

— 

w 

IS'  Paved 

«*  i« 

C*«»1  Y... 

ns 

3 

676-678 

l 

is*  Pmd 

Channel  res 
»0w  res 

o-» 

Sunny  Hotes 

(T)  Cross  I ny  : 

Puddmqs tom  Dr.  (C):  Moderately  busy 
Park  Ave.  (6);  light  traffic 
SPT  RR  (G1 

Walnut  St.  (G)'  light  traffic 
^2)  IS'  unpaved  access  road  between  SPT  RR  .tnd  Walnut  St. 


Reach  | 

Channel 

Side"1 

ROW  Access  | 

[  Fence  Or  Wall  j 

Adjacent  Use 

*«**  >  1 

Photographs 

?.  Walnut  St. 

Vi  rt 

w 

CD 

ROW 

Channel 

NO 

res 

si 

678-680 

1)  St. 

90  a _ 

Bottom  C 

E 

IQ1  Oirt 

Channel 

ROW 

fes 

No 

sr 

Survey  Motes 

Crosslnqs 

Arrow  'iwy.  (G):  busy  street 
AT  &  Sf  MR  (C): 

1st  St  (L):  Moderately  busy 
3rd  AvO.  (6):  Light  traffic. 

Bonita  Avr  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

D  St  (M  Moderately  busy. 

(i)  w  side  access  area  U  extends  to  edge  of  channel  between  Walnut  and  Cmerald  confluence,  providing  access,  no  access  f<rm 
Emerald  tonfluenco  to  l). 


Reach 

Channel  i 

fsiSl 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall  j 

Adjacent  use  j 

Appeal  | 

F  Photographs 

3  D  St. 

Vert.  | 

W 

I5‘  Of ft 

ROW  yes 

Channel  res 

sr 

3 

681.  682 

1  oothi i 1  fllvd. 

TG  90  03 

Bottom  C 

i  1 

None 

Channel  yet 

ROW 

_ 1 

Survey  Motes 
(1)  Crossing 

foot*) i J 1  Blvd  (G)  Busy  street. 


fteach  i 

Channel  j 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

U(PHl 

Photographs 

4  foothill  Blvd. 
to 

Debris  Basin 

TU  90  E? 

vert. 

S»des  C 

Bottom  C 

w 

IS*  Oirt 

ROW  res 

Channel  tes 

s'  .  OS 

4 

681-688 

E 

IS'  oirt 

Channel  >cs 

ROW  res 

S‘ .  OS 

Survey  Motes 


•A)  Cross  mg' 

y  Bradford  si  (G)  light  traffic. 
Awh**r s f  St  (G):  light  traffic, 
flawu.  n  M  (G).  I  »qht  iraff  ic. 
Wi.iaas  *ve.  (G)  l i g«t  traffic 


EMERALD  WASH  MAP  25b 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

1  1  we  Oat  fonf  lui-nre 
to 

foothill  Blvd 
!'»  90  I  j 

yrr  t 

Sules  C 

Bui  tom  i 

“ 

(?) 

ROW 

Channel  Ves 

Si 

3 

689 

E 

IS’  Oirt 

Channel  yes 

ROW  Yes 

purvey  Motes 


M  •  •  lussing*. 

7th  M  (M  light  traffic. 

Peyton  Rd.  (b):  tight  traffic 
1  th  M  (G)  | ight  traff ic . 
tooth* If  Blvd.  (G)  Busy  street. 

(T1  h  side  at  less  area  B  St  et*cnds  to  edge  of  channel,  providing  access 


•each 

Channel 

f^lde* 

ROW  Access 

fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  use 

Am*ee  l  j 

Photnniaphs 

*  m>H)»  1 1  Blvd". 
to 

Beginning  of  '  hannel 

TG  Ml  Ur 

Vf’l 

Si  lies  t 
got  f  (lr  C 

n 

’  Dirt 

AfAf  fei 

ChAWtl  ICS  . 

SF.  05 

1 

600.  ,.*m 

LC 

IS  Otrf 

Channel  res 

ROW  Yes 

SI  .  os 

Survey  totes 


>\  trrsstngs 

Enerald  Ave  (6)  light  traffic. 
Bowdoln  St.  (G):  l  ignt  traffic 
Baseline  fed  (G)  Busy  street 
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COYOTE  CREEK  MAP  26a 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or 

Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

1.  San  Gabriel  River 

Trap. 

U 

10‘  Paved 

ROW 

Channel 

Yes 

No 

0  a. «.  * 

Spring  St 

TG  76  F2 

Bottcm  C.  LF 

E 

10”  Paved 

♦  \00‘  Oirt_.  _ 

IkanneT 

ROW 

No 

-Jti - 

v.  s 

appeal  Photographs 
~~~  692-696 


~>ur»ey  Notes 
(j)  Crossings. 

Willow  St.  ((•)  Busy  street 

San  Gabriel  River  Iwy.  (t  S  tle  6'  AG,  H  side  G) 
Spring  St.  (b)  Moderately  luSy. 
f7]  Other  adj.  use.  U  Dorado  Park  and  Nature  Center 


Reach 

Channc 1 

Side 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or 

Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

— 

2.  Spring  St 
to 

trap 

Sides  C 

W 

1 0  *  Paved 

ROW 

Channel 

Yes 

-Jta _ 

sf.  nr.  i.  r 

? 

Artesia  Blvd. 

IG  81  B6  to  82  »*.i 

flottnr  C.  If 

f 

10'  Paved 

Ikannel 

ROW 

Yes 

No 

v  ru.  1.  0  0 

Survey  Notes 

(T)  Crossings  and  inlets: 

Ar fes M-tJorwd Ik  Storm  ;>»a»n  -jlocks  access  on  U  side. 

Norwalk  Blvd.  (L):  Nodr*  .ttel  y  busy 

Carbon  Creek  mint  ol<*is  access  on  [  side 

Marijlow  Rd  <’.l  Mud**t.i*  ‘ly  Iiusy 

Corson  St.  I'.)  Moderately  lusy. 

Moody  Creek  lull  t  Most',  dcti’ss  On  £  side 
leu  trail  a  St  \  l  Mod-'ntrly  busy 
KR  track  (G> 

Ivl  Amp  Itivd  i • , t  ,ios»  stu-t. 

(.annum  t  a  Ud  ( > . }  Mgili-r ■  .*•  *•  | »  busy 
South  st  i i.  >  «■*'.  raN-ly  |«-.y. 

Artesi.1  •  wy  (i-  Au  W  l dr,  r  AG  I  side) 
ttirju-lfdl  Avi  .  I  • . '  Modi-  >  «  t  c*  I  y  Ivr.y 
fuller  tun  C«v*k  inlet  plucks  on  l  side 

Ninth  I  oik  Mile!  block  ■»  .n  u  s  on  U  side 
Valley  View  \l .  <i.|  Moderately  fcysy 
Ai  tesij  Ulvd  (i.)  Uus>  strivl  . 

(t)  Other  adj.  use  » Oi  est  I  .urn  N  ot  fa*  son  St. 

(3)  SI  homes  between  •  •il  Amo  md  fanm-ni  ta  are  at  same  level  as  i 


COYOTE  CREEK  MAP  26b 


e,  separated  by  '•  bl-wfc  wall 


Reach 

Channel 

Side 

ROW  Access 

lent#  01 

Nall 

3.  Artesia  Blvd. 

Vert 

W 

60'  Oirt 

RON 

Channel 

No 

-Tea. 

Knott  Ave 

IG  83  AS 

I  Boltoa  C 

1 

l 

60*  Oirt 

Channel 

RON 

Tes 

No 

Survey  Notes 
(T)  Crossings' 

SPt  KB  (G) 

Santa  Ana  fwy  («.) 
knott  Ave.  ('*.)  I  lght  traffic 
j?|  other  Jdj.  use.  Rl<  RUM 


«.  rnott  Ave.  Irap 

to  Sides  'I 

stage  Rd  Bot  tom  I' 

fl>  83  As  to  E  2 

Survey  Notes 
<VI)  C  r  os  s  i  n»j  s 

Nest  ***  n  Ave  IG)  '  ight  traffic. 
Stage  Rd  !'»)  I  >ght  trail  lc. 
AT6S1  (G) 


[?|  SE  houses  aducent  »u  t  hannel  at  sar»c  level,  epa rated  by  chain  link  fencing  and  shiubbery 


Ream 

S  Stage  <<d 


I  a  Mirada  blvd. 
u:  83  f,  to  C4 


P  Crossing* 

la  Muada  Blvd  (G):  fti.ferate I y  busy. 


RON  Access 

fence  -yr  Nall 

Adjacent  Use 

JO'  Dirt  3 

ROW  res 

Channel  vet 

sr  [»] 

10'  Oirt  3 

Channel 

ROW  Yes 

Mf,  SF  [4] 

Appeal  Photographs 
723 


'?)  Charm*-!  is  trap,  lor  one  block  between  Western  Ave  and  Stage  Bd 
'1i  Access  paved  between  Stage  Rd.  and  La  Mir, eta  Blvd 

|4j  Sf  houses  adjacent  to  chanm-l  on  J’-V  embankment,  separated  bv  block  walls  and  thruhtiery . 


Reach  _  _ 

6  la  Mirada  tllvd 


N  of  Ncisetrans  Ave 
1C  m3  f 4  to  0/ 


1  fl  Crossings 

Pp-.ec  rans  Aye.  I  <)  Moderately  busy 


iy ,  Channel  peumrs  v«*»  I  '<  il  under  bridges 
f  3,  Other  ad  r  use*  pa>  I  .  golf  course. 
f4]  Other  ad.l  uses  goll  course. 

IS)  ’.f  house*-  are  set  wi-ll  back  from  channel,  no  privacy  problem. 


Al-77 


Adjacent  use 

Appeal 

Photog*  aphs 

n  ra.  *. 1 

3 

719 

0  [TJ»  v.  1 

Channel 

'side 

ROW  Access 

fence  or  Wall 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

I  rap 

Sides  'I 

H 

10'  Oirt 

RON 

Channel 

Yes 

-»fe- 

'•  W  1? j 

4 

720- 7?1 

Bot  tom  1' 

t 

10'  Oirt 

Channel 

ROW 

NO 

-1U — 

«< .  SF  [?] 

Channel 

Side* 

ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Hall 

Adjacent  use 

Appeal 

Photon* aph$ 

trap  t?) 

Sides  f 

W 

10'  Paved 

ROW  Yes 

Channel  no 

«  [T| ,  sr  |  s  | ,  m . 

3 

724-721 

Hot  tom  l 

f 

10'  Paved 

Channel  No 

ROW  Yet 

0  !*].  sr  fsj.  r 

NORTH  FORK 


h 


COYOTE  CREEK  NORTH  FORK  MAP  27a 


Reach 

Channel 

nn 

[  ROM  Access  ~~""j 

j  Fence  or  Mall 

Adjacent  Use 

can 

Photographs 

1.  Coyote  Creek 
to 

Firestone  Blvd. 

TG  fl?  £S 

T  rao. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C ,  l  F 

o 

nvi 

I.  v 

■ 

728-73 1 

a 

1 

Survey  Motes 

(T)  Crossings 

Artesia  8lvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 
SPT  RR  (G) 

firestone  Blvd.  (G)  Busy  street. 


Reach 

Channel 

nn 

|  ROM  Access 

|  Fence  or  Mall 

Adjacent  Use 

CEM 

Photographs 

2.  F  irestone  Blvd. 
to 

Alondra  Blvd. 

TG  82  £4 

Vert. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C,  IF 

H 

/,  F 

B 

732-735 

LlJ 

10*  Paved 

,♦,,5:  .flirt _ 

pay 

UHBnm 

I 

Survey  Notes 


(1)  Crossings; 

Santa  Ana  fwy.  (6) 

Alondra  Blvd.  (3'  AG):  Moderately  busy. 


Reach 

Channel  ] 

era 

ROM  Access 

cane™ 

Adjacent  Use  [ 

CBM 

Photographs 

3.  Alondra  Blvd. 
to 

Rosecrans  Ave. 

TG  82  £3 

Trap. 

Sides  C 

Bottom  C,  LF  1 

W 

10*  Paved 
♦  5'  Dirt 

1 

B 

736-737 

f 

10'  Paved 

♦  Dirt _ 

□MSI 

J _ 1 

Survey  Motes 

(l)  Crossings  and  inlets: 

La  Mirada  Creek  inlet  obstructs  access  on  E  side  of  channel. 
Rosecrans  Ave.  (G):  Busy  street. 
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Survey  Notes 


(1)  Crossings: 

AT  ASF  RR  (G) 

Foster  Rd.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Mil  Shire  Oil  Rd.  (G):  Not  an  obstruction 
Imperial  Mwy.  |G> r  Busy  street 
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5.  Imperial  Msvy. 
to 

Leffmgwell  Rd. 

TG  61  £b 

g§fl 

a 

I  10*  Paved 

1  ♦  5*  Uirt 

raggg^g 

B 

741-74] 

a 

KKffiBBB 

ESBBBOB 

<nn 

Survey  Notes 

(f)  Crossings; 

Meyer  Rd.  (G):  Light  traftic. 
leffingwell  Rd.  (C>)  Ltgnt  traffic. 

(?)  Concreted  culvert  stops  N  of  leffingwell  where  channel  leaves  golf  course 

r3j  housing  in  this  reach  is  on  a  S'  high  embankment  above  the  channel  level  or  on  ihc  *amr  level  on  bom  sides  o*  the  ihannel  The  homes 
are  separated  by  Cham  link  fences  and  usually  are  not  wM  screened  from  the  chann-*'  Potential  proMems 
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0  Crossing*  ana  inlets 
long  Beach  Fwy.  (G) 

Pel  Amo  8>vd-  (G>  Bus/  street. 

>.J)  Channel  has  concrete  sides  and  bottom  and  low-flo*  channel  for  first  300'. 
(|)  m  ROW  not  fenced  from  confluence  to  fwy . 
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2  Del  Amo  Blvd. 
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746-762 

W 

u1  <D(D 

Channel  NO  j 

ROW  tes  | 

RR,  I  ! 

Survey  Notes 

0  Crossings  ana  inlets: 

Santa  Fe  A*.  (GJ-  Moderately  busy. 

East  Branch  Inlet:  Obstructs  E  side  just  S  of  Alameda  St. 

Alameda  St.  R»  (GJ  and  Alameda  St.  (G)  These  two  bridges  cross  only  a  fe*  feet  apart,  and  constitute  a  Single  obstruction. 
Drain  Inlet  just  N  of  auto  bridge  on  the  E  side  would  make  a  ramp  more  difficult  tc  construct.  Moderately  busy  street. 
Vertical  clearance  from  bottom  of  bridges  to  water  at  time  of  survey  was  appro* ’mate ly  10'. 

Redondo  Bch.  Fwy.  and  fwy.  ramps  (AG).  Do  not  obstruct  either  side. 

Artesla  Blvd.  lAG'.  Ooes  not  obstruct  ether  side. 

SPT  RR  (G) 

(D  Charnel  is  being  covered  from  500‘  N  of  Redondo  Beach  Fwy.  tc  ISO'  l  pf  RR  bridge.  The  entire  area  win  be  developed,  probably 
as  an  industrial  site. 


<D  Access  roads  paved  first  third  of  distance  from  Del  fcno  to  Santa  >e  Avenue  Dirt  for  remainder  of  reach. 
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0  Crossings. 

Greenleaf  Blvd  "11:  light  traffic. 

Oleander  4v.  <G|  Light  trafffc. 

Alondra  Blvd.  (G)  Moderately  busy. 

Compton  Blvd.  (G).  Moderately  busy. 

Wilmington  Av.  (G).  Moderately  busy. 

Rosecrans  Av.  (G):  Busy  street.  Pipes  cross  channel  Just  N  of  Rosecrans;  might  make  tunnel  difficult. 

0  Vertical  channel  begins  ISO*  S  of  SPT  RR. 

0  E  side  paved  for  naif  of  the  distance  from  Alondra  to  Compton. 

0  No  access  road  on  w  side  last  350‘  $  of  Compton.  25’-w1de  planted  strip  with  grass  and  trees,  no  ROW  fence.  Road  parallels  channel 
on  other  side  of  planted  strip  from  channel .  W  access  road  has  steep  side  slope  from  wilmingtpn  to  Rosecrans.  Retaining  wall  needed 
for  trail  use. 

[|]  Much  of  the  adjacent  use  on  both  sides  of  the  channel  from  Greenleaf  to  120th  St.  is  SF  housing,  tards  ire  generally  level  with  ROW, 
separated  by  chain  link  fences  and  vmetlme*  v#ont»Mnn  tmnrvwwrf  •**•*»*  Vr.r  ♦*»«i 
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Survey  Motes 
0  Crossings: 

El  Segundo  Blvd.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Pipe  crossings  partially  obstruct  both  sides  In  two  places  N  of  El  Segundo.  3‘  high,  narrow  access  to  8'. 

120th  St.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

®  W  access  area  between  Rosecrans  and  El  Segundo  used  extensively  by  children  for  bicycling,  other  activities.  Presently  serves 
as  a  lead-in  strip  to  Gonzalez  Park,  w  side  access  width  narrows  to  8'  Just  S  of  i20th  St-  due  to  an  inlet. 


£)j  Same  as  note  S  ,  Re*« h  3.  Some  concrete  block  wall  separates  homes  S  of  F)  Segundo  on  the  w  side. 

[i |  vacant  strip  35 ■  wide  parallels  channel  ROW  on  both  sides  from  J00'  h  of  El  Segundo  to  120th  st.  Being  gardened  in  many  places, 
[s]  Ramon  Gonzalez  Park  i-,  adjacent  *o  the  W  side  of  the  channel  N  of  Rosecrans.  Heavily  used,  includes  a  cowngnlty  center 


Reach  j 

Channel  j 

Side 

|  ROW  Access 

Fence  or  Walt 

Adjacent  Use 

Appeal 

Photographs 

5.  120th  St. 
to 
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0  Crossings  and  trier*. 

Imperial  Hwy/Oniral  Ave.  intersect  »on  IG):  Very  busy  intersection. 

High  pressure  gas  line  R  of  intersection  might  make  tunnel  difficult 
Channel  covered  by  intersection  for  ?00' 

1 14th  St.  (G);  tight  traffic 
Lan/lt  Ave.  and  RR  (G):  Light  traffic. 

McKinley  Ave.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Avalon  Blvd./IOHth  St  Intersei t ion  (G);  Busy  intersection 
Pipe  obstructs  both  sides  120'  w  of  Avalon/lOBth  St.  2->/2’  high 
San  Pedro  St  '.l  Ught  traffic. 

Inlet  obstructs  *  side  ?SO'  E  o*  Main  10'  wide 

Mjm  St  (GJ:  l  »qM  trafff c.  Channel  is  underground  W  of  Main. 

(?'  Dirt  from  San  Pedro  r,»  Main 

(j)  Concrete  block  wall  obstructs  S  side  a. cess  for  first  IDO'  w  of  Avalon  3‘  passage.  Access  road  is  dirt  for  part  of  distance  irm 
Aval  on  tc  San  Pedro 

Tj  k^ich  of  the  adjacent  use  on  both  s»des  of  the  channel  from  l?0th  tc  Main  is  sF  housing  »«rds  are  0  *  - 1 '  higher  than  the  ROW.  and 
-  usually  seperated  hy  cha*n  link  fences  and  sometimes  vegetation  Improved  separation  needed  for  trail  uie. 

£j  400'  wide  vacant  strip  s  uf  Imperial,  both  sides  of  channel,  proposed  1 05  Fwy.  cor''d©r 
T  Commercial  strip  from  H4th  to  McKlnlev.  E  side.  Becks  of  buildings  face  channel 
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Survey  Notes 
Crossings 

Henry  ford  Ave  (G)  Moderately  buSy  Street  RR  bridge  cruses  wtth  auto  bridge  on  N  side 
Anaheim  St  (AG)  No  ot-rtruction 

Albemarle  St.  RR  (0)  Pipe  and  rail  bridges  cross  together  Pipes  do  not  obstruct  access 
^  There  is  no  access  or  eithe.  sloe  from  t  Basin  slip  to  «enry  ford  Ave 
(5)  l  Side  ho  usable  access  obstructed  by  tracks 

Paved  from  Henry  ford  to  Anaheim  (bad  condition,  needs  resurfacing) .  Gravel  from  Anaheim  to  Albemarle  St  RA 
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_]  Crossings: 

Pacific  Coast  *h»y  ■  Obstructs  l  side  only  (4-  BO  ur.  •  ^ide 

Sepulveda  tMvd  fb*  f  ipe  bridges  and  small  ‘o-t  t'  dge  »oss  cr  e'tner  side  "•  ■»u*n  brdge  do  not  obstruct  acces*  Moderately 
busy  street 

Alameda  St  Uil  tight  traffic  i  pe  c.rwis«*,  juS?  f  of  »jto  ►ridge  Two  8*  b»  *rv  im*  *  short  distance  w  of  *j»n  tr’dge 

Gravel  ‘ron  b*  ’  dge  *.  Pacific  toast  hw>  -.-yed  •„*  ri  «  *  ~»v*  -*>  •  '  ?  mil  e  '  of  Alameda  i*'*  remainder 

0#  distance  to  Alameda 
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Survey  Notes 
(T  Crossings: 

Wilmington  Av®  - ?? In 

i  »  Li  ve, y  1 

busy  i' 

'I'e^Ser  1  ion  0if  *  1  j 

t  to  i  mss  rv4 

r  ir’ets  ^Arte*  br 

•  ige  hot*  »• 

de  e  ght  «a*t 

ramp  more  difficult  to  construct 

$PT  rp  br  {&):  Slope  of  wall  under  •<  e*  J  of  tndge  's  fairly  steep,  might  max  i  1  <me  More  d'##»cu'i 

San  Diego  Fwy  (S  AG  W  side,  10  f  sidel  Pipes  obstruct  access  under  rwy  or  u  cde  harrow  d-rl  ♦'x,tpa»*  oasse-  Mer  v^gr 
on  (  side  Small  foctbr-dq*  crosses  hjnnel  with  pipes,  h  tide  of  fwy 
Carson  St  (G)  B'>‘y  street  Oram  inlets  at  f  end  of  bridge  night  meke  r»pp  m,i.  e  d'ff'cull  »o  'owstr^t 

(J'  Olrt  footpath  last  :0o  S  of  fwy  Rough  surface  from  fwy  to  'arson  (gravel  aggregate 
Q)  Pavement  needs  repair  from  RR  bridge  to  fwy  nough  swrf*c#  from  fwy  to  Carson  'gravel  aggregate 
{«]  Passes  through  Atlantic  Richfield  refinery  between  Alameda  and  Wilmington 

3  SF,  Nt  side  between  fwy  and  Carson  1  h-^rr  t"*''  ROW  Separated  by  cham  1m»  -ooo  *ences.  ano  .o«^*tf  fuck  >»■  aoc'..  eoua 
amounts,  and  by  vegetation 
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Survey  hotes 

>  1  •  Crossings  anti  inlets 

?13th  St.  f O :  light  r»af*»c. 

Avalon  Blvd  (G).  Busy  street  friln  Inlet  under  N  end  Of  br’doe  wig**  make  ra«|  more  difficult  to  construct 
Two  miets  obstruct  **f  .Ide  l-etwe»-r  Ham  and  «*-,aion 
Main  St.  (G)  Moderately  busy  street 
Figueroa  ft.  (G1  Moderately  busy  ••  trect 

'.C  Rough  Surface  from  'arson  to  Avalon  gr>.el  aqqregate  Put  t  indiPvi  on  SW  <t>  from  tilth  •  vale* 

l_3;  SF,  N  side,  Carson  to  Zflth  Separated  bv  n;qh  co**«  rete  wa<' 

_4]  Planted  freeway  buffer  -.trip  and  large  open  spa.p  between  buffer  and  <  hjnoel 
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Survey  Motes 
(P  Crossings- 

T  'Off*  St.  (GJ:  Moderately  busy 

Harbor  Fwy  (AG)  Does  not  obstruct  *un»,  side  Access  narrows  to  9'  under  S  side  of  bridge. 

■82*d  U.  (G).  l  ight  traffic 

Vermont  Avc .  (G > ■  Moderately  busy  street  Cnannel  Is  vertical  under  Vermont  bridge. 

(T  Access  areas  are  dirt  on  both  sides  for  about  100'  under  Harbor  fwy.  Both  sides  are  obstructed  where  the  channel  changes  from 

trapeyoidal  to  vertical  (just  S  of  Vermont).  A  channel  Inlet  enters  from  the  h  at  tMS  point,  and  an  access  reap  to  the  Invert  from 
the  S 
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6.  Vemmt  Ave. 
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Power  ROW,  ^'[4] 

Survey  Notes 
(J  Crossings : 

Normandie  A ve.  (G):  Moderately  bus*  street.  Bridge  carries  street  and  RR. 

Western  Avc.  (G):  Busy  street. 

(2)  Access  width  widens  to  30‘  near  Western  (both  sides).  13*  paved  road  N  side. 

0  SF  housing,  N  side,  Normandie  to  Vermont.  Yards  2'  higher  than  ROW,  separated  by  chain  link  and  concrete  block 
GO  Small  set  of  stables  and  horse  ring  In  power  ROW,  S  side,  W  of  Normandie. 
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Survey  Notes 

( J)  Crossings: 

Artesla  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

Gramercy  PI.  (G):  Not  busy. 

Van  Ness  Avc.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

0  Storage  lockers. 

[jfl  $F  housing,  N  and  S  sides  from  Gramercy  to  Van  Ness.  Back  yards  are  2’-S‘  higher  than  ROW,  separated  by  concrete  block,  wood  slats, 
and  heavy  vegetation. 
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(j)  Crossings: 

Crenshaw  Blvd. /Cherry  Ave.  (G):  Heavy  traffic  on  Crenshaw,  light  traffic  on  Cherry.  Tunnels  would  be  difficult  because  of  the 
the  long  distances  required  to  cross  under  both  streets 
Redondo  Beach  81 vd.  (G):  Busy  street. 

[3  SF  housing,  N  and  S  sides,  from  Van  Ness  to  slightly  S  of  Crenshaw;  yards  2* -a*  higher  than  ROW,  seoarated  mostly  by  chain  link, 
shrubs.  SF  from  Cherry  to  350‘  W,  S  side;  yards  level  with  ROW,  separated  mostly  by  concrete  block,  some  wood  slat  fencing. 
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9.  Redondo  Beach  Blvd. 
to 
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Survey  Notes 
(D  Crossings: 


El  Camtno  College  parking  structure  (Gi  (See  Below) 

Manhattan  Beach  Blvd.  (G):  Moderately  busy.  Large  inlet  enters  from  W  sMe.  just  of  Manhattan  A  tunnel  under  Manhattan  on  this 
side  would  be  difficult. 

Q  rwo-stcry  parking  structure  covers  channel  fro*  100'  H  of  Redondo  to  just  S  of  Manhattan.  fry  tr#-ls  following  the  channel  would  pass 
through  th*  adjacent  park  for  the  length  of  this  reach. 

Q  Access  ramp  to  Invert  enters  from  Manhattan  Beach  on  w  side 
[3  Blk*  shop  half  block  on  W  of  Redondo  Beach 
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Crossings: 

Compton  Blvd.  (G):  Itoderately  busy. 

147th  St.  (G):  Light  traffic. 

Crenshaw  Blvd./Rosecrans  Ave.  (G):  SE  corner  of  intersection  Is  over  wedge  of  chonnel  Channel  is  covered  between  the  two  streets 


Meevy  traffic  on  both  streets. 


(covered  for  appro*.  2S0'  along  w  levee.  400'  along  E  levee) 

Poor  condition.  Needs  resurfacing. 

5F  housing,  both  sides,  from  Manhattan  to  Compton  (yards  S'  higher  than  ROW,  separated  by  chain  link,  cone  block)  and  from  147th 
to  Crenshaw  (mostly  on  E  side.  ?'  higher  than  ROW.  separated  by  chain  link  fences) 


(D  Apneal  decreases  N  of  147th.  Lot  of  garbage  in  channel. 
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LAGUNA  DOMINGUEZ  CHANNEL  MAP  30a 
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0 Crossings  and  inlets 

1 15th  st.  (6):  Channel  enters  from  E  just  h  of  bridge  Tunnel  under  r  side  not  possible.  Moderately  busy  street. 

®  W  access  road  Is  used  as  an  entrance  drive  tu  small  parking  areas  behind  commercial  establishments  adjacent  to  the  channel  on  the  W 
[?]  (shop  fronts  are  on  Crenshaw)  Several  of  these  businesses  might  serve  es  destinations  for  trail  users  (Included  ere  e  liguor 

store,  a  small  disco,  straw  Hat  Pina,  a  restaurant,  barber  shop,  and  two  bars).  Trail. or tented  facilities  night  be  provided  in 
the  backs  of  these  establishments  for  Northrop  commuters  and  other  trail  users. 

[H  SF  housing  £  side,  level  with  ROW.  separated  by  shrubs,  walls,  wood  fences. 
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Survey  Notes 

0  Crossings  and  Inlets: 

Channel  enters  from  £  side,  obstructs  £  access  road  Just  N  of  135th. 

El  Segundo  Blvd.  (G):  Busy  street 

Broadway  St.  RR  (G):  Paved  entrance  road  to  parking  lot  crosses  tracks  just  t  of  channel.  Probably  no  problem  for  bikes  to  cross 
here  also.  Foot  bridge  just  S  Of  RR  bridge  (no  obstruction). 

1?0th  St.  (G).  Crenshaw  Qlvd.  (G):  Busy  streets.  They  Intersect  SW  of  the  90-oegree  bend  in  the  channel  and  can  be  considered  a 
single  major  obstruction. 

0  From  120th  St.  to  Crenshaw  there  is  ne  access  along  the  SW  side  of  the  bend  in  the  channel  except  a  short  sidewalk.  There  Is  a  10' 
dirt  access  space  on  the  NE  side  which  has  a  steep  slope. 

OD  SF  housing,  E  side,  135th  to  £1  Segundo.  Level  with  ROW,  separated  by  vines,  wooden  fences. 

0  Northrop  Aviation  (both  sides  of  chennel  fro»  El  Segundo  to  120th).  Good  potential  for  bicycle  transportation. 

0  The  back  of  the  cohere ia1  strip  on  Crenshaw  faces  the  W  access  road  of  the  channel  Several  of  these  ettabllsImMnts  might  be  of 

interest  to  trail  users  (a  hamburger  stand,  a  Baskin  Robbins,  a  Standard  Brands  store,  and  a  restaurant  are  Included). 

(D  Footbridges  between  El  Segundo  and  120th  st.  do  not  obstruct  access,  but  at  certain  times  of  the  day  there  Is  enough  traffic  over  them 

for  potential  conflict  with  trail  traffic. 
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Survey  Notes 
0  Crossings: 


None 

0  8’  dirt  strip  N  of  pavement,  2'  higher  elevation. 

CS)  35'  width  from  channel  to  street  on  S  side  Planted  with  ground  cover. 

dJ  SF  housing  from  Crenshaw  to  park.  H  side.  Yards  2'  higher  than  ROW,  separated  by  chain  link  and  vegetation. 
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Survey  Notes 
0  Crossing: 

l?6tn  St.  Channel  is  covered  N  of  I 16th. 

0  SF  housing  along  entire  W  side  and  along  E  side  H  of  per*.  Level  with  ROW,  separated  by  chain  link  fences  and  shrubs 
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0  Crossings  and  Inlets 
Van  Nest  Ave.  (G) 

Channel  inlet,  N  side 

Western  Ave  (6):  Channel  Is  underground  (  of  Western. 
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A  detailed  survey  wes  not  done  of  this  reach. 

This  tributary  would  provide  a  good  feeder  to  trails  along  Laguna  Oomingue/.  The  access  road  is  in  good  condition,  and  very  little 

A  second  tributary  extends  N  alsng  Wilton,  and  provides  access  to  Rowley  Park 


mark  vnuld  be  needed  to  prepare  It  for  trail  use 
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CENTINELA  CREEK  MAP  30b 
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Survey  Notes 

(\)  Crossing!  end  inlets: 

[  Ramp  to  Invert  obstruct*  $  side  H  of  Centfnella. 

B  «tt*nts  of  vacant  land,  both  sides  of  channel,  near  confluence. 
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Survey  Notes 
0  Crossings: 

Inglewood  Blvd.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

Mewner  Ave.  (G):  tight  traffic. 

Jefferson  Blvd.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

[7]  SF  homes  adjacent  to  channel  at  same  level,  only  sometimes  screened  by  shrubbery 
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SrpuUeda  BWd  (G)  j  Haj‘"  ^struct ion  The  channel  is  <0vered  between  the  fw*.  and  SejiuHeu> 
Cm’inela  Ave.  (G):  Moderately  busy. 

■s2'  Not  su>  vpyed  *  run  Sepulveda  Hlvd  to  Cent ' net. i  Ave. 
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MANDEVILLE  CANYON  CHANNEL  MAP  32 
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Locations  of  the  following  recreational  facilities  are  shown  in  Figure  2 
Chapter  3. 


1.  CHATSWORTH  RESERVOIR  REGIONAL  PARK 
Existing:  Unimproved  natural  area 

Proposed:  Golf  course,  water  sports,  picnic  grounds,  amphitheater 
total  Area:  1260  acres 


2.  PORTER  RANCH  PARK 

Existing:  Picnicking,  hiking  and  riding  trails. 

Total  Area:  436  acres 

Operating- Agency :  Los  Angeles  City  Rec  &  Parks  Department 


3.  DEVONSHIRE  DOWNS 

Exi sting:  Exhibit  buildings  and  grounds 
Total  Area:  SI  acres 

Operating" Agency:  51st  Agricultural  District  *■  ,  >■.  -  Ac 

4.  VAN  NORMAN  LAKES 

Existing:  Riding  and  hiking  trails,  9-hole  golf  course,  picnicking 
Total  Area:  1,600  acres 

Dperati'nn~Agency:  Los  Angeles  City  Rec  *  Parks  Department 


5.  SAM  FERNANDO  MISSION 

Exi sting:  Restoration  of  one  of  the  original  missions  on  El  Camino  Real, 
estab.  1797 
Total  Area:  10  acres 

Operating" Agency:  Private  -  open  to  public 


6.  EL  CAR I SO  REGIONAL  PARK 

Existing:  Multipurpose  ball  field,  swimming  pools,  tennis  complex, 
picnic  areas,  golf  course,  riding  l  hiking  trails 
Total  Area:  160  acres 
Operating~Agency :  Los  Angeles  or  County 


7.  ROGER  JESSUP  PART 

Existing:  Picnic  areas,  children's  play  area,  football,  soccer 
Total  Area:  14  acres 

Operating" Agency:  LA  County  Parks  S  Rec.  Department 


8.  CALIFORNIA  BUSCH  GARDENS 


Existing:  Concessionary  boat  rides,  botanic  gardens,  special  animal  exhibits 
Total  Area:  17  acres 

Operating ‘Agency:  Private  >  open  to  the  public 


9.  HANSON  DAM  RECREATION  AREA 

Existing:  Riding  A  hiking  trails,  water  sports,  specialized  children's 

attraction,  ball  field,  golf  course,  clubhouse,  barbeque  facilities, 
outdoor  amphitheater,  picnic  area 
Total  Area:  1,465  acres 

Operating" Agency:  Los  Angeles  Rec.  S  Parks  Department 

10.  SEPULVEDA  DAM  RECREATION  AREA 

Existing:  Golf  course,  sportsfield,  tennis  courts,  outdoor  gym,  picnic  area 
Total  Area:  2,000  acres 

Operating  Agency:  Los  Angeles  City  Rec.  *  Parks  Department,  Anqy  Corp  of 
Engineers 


11.  VAN  NUYS  -  SHERMAN  OAKS  PARK 

Existing:  Multiple  participants  sports  facilities,  children's  play  area, 
tennis 

Total  Area:  67  acres 

Operating" Agency :  Los  Angeles  City  Rec.  I  Park  Department 

12.  VEROUGO  MOUNTAIN  PARK 

Existing:  Large  unimproved  park 
Total  Area:  351  acres 

Operating" Agency:  City  of  Burbank,  Los  Angeles  S  Glendale,  and  L.A. 
County  Parks  *  Rec.  Department 


13.  STOUGH  PARK 

Existing:  18  hole  golf  course,  driving  range,  amphitheater,  picnic 
Total  Area:  628  acres 

Operating" Agency:  Burbank  Parks  S  Rec.  Department 


14.  BRAH!)  PARK 

Existing:  Memory  Garden,  Ball  diamonds 
Total  Area:  19  acres 

Operating  Agency:  Glendale  Parks  S  Rec.  Department 


15.  JOHN  ANSON  FORD  THEATER 


Exi sting:  Outdoor  amphitheater 
total  Area:  29  acres 

dperati nq~Aqency :  Pilgrlnage  Theater  Foundation 


16.  GRIFFITH  PARK 


Existing:  Griffith  observatory,  Greek  Theater,  L.A.  Zoo,  Travel  Town, 

5  golf  courses,  28  tennis  courts,  plcini,  sports,  riding,  hiking 
Total  Area:  4,063  acres 

Operating~Agency :  Los  Angeles  City  Rec.  A  Parks  Department. 


17.  ECHO  PARK 


Existing:  Picnic  grounds,  children's  play  area,  tennis  courts,  multiple 
participants  sports  facilities. 

Total  Area:  29  acres 

Opera ting~Agency:  Los  Angeles  City  Rec.  A  Parks  Department. 


18.  LOS  ANGELES  CIVIC  CENTER 

Existing:  Historical  sites  and  structures,  concentration  of  gov't  structures, 
landscaped  malls,  El  Pueblo  de  Los  Angeles 
Total  Area:  228  acres 

Operating  Agency:  Private  individuals,  Los  Angeles,  County,  State,  A  U.S. 
Government 


19.  ELYSIAN  PARK 

Existing:  Picnic  areas,  hiking  trails,  sports,  '"dger  Stadium 
Total  Area:  575  acres 

Operating" Agency:  Los  Angeles  City  Rec.  A  Parts  Department  A  L.A.  Dodgers 


20.  ERNEST  E.  DEBS  REGIONAL  PARK 

Existing:  Lake,  bird  sancturary,  picnic  grounds 
total  Area:  306  acres 

Opera tinq~Agency:  Los  Angeles  City  Rec.  A  Parks  Department 


21.  SCHOLL  CANYON  REGIONAL  PARK 
Existing:  Camping,  picnic  grounds 

proposed:  Recreation  park,  golf  course,  riding  A  hiking  trails 
Total  Area:  200  acres 

Operating- Agency:  Glendale  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 


A2-3 


22.  BROOKS  IDE  PARK 


Existing:  Rose  Bowl  (100,000  seat  stadium),  2  18-hole  golf  courses, 
recreation  park,  large  picnic  grounds 
Total  Area:  521  acres 

Operating~Agency :  Pasadena  Parks  Department 


23.  NORTON  SIMON  MUSEUM  OF  ART 

24.  HUNTINGTON  LIBRARY,  ART  GALLERY,  AND  BOTANIC  GARDENS 

Exi sting:  Desert  plants,  camellias,  and  Japanese  Gardens 
Total  Area:  200  acres 
Operating~Agency :  Private 


25.  SAN  GABRIEL  PLAZA  AREA 

Existing:  Historical  structures  and  site 
Total  Area:  20  acres 

Operating" Agency :  private  individuals.  City  of  San  Gabriel,  San  Gabriel 
Plaza  Department  Assn. 


26.  EATON  CANYON  PARK 

Existing:  Riding  and  hiking  trail  stop  (Fox  Ridges),  picnic  grounds,  nature 
musuem,  overnight  camping  for  groups 
Total  Area:  742  ac>-es 

Operating  Agency:  L.A.  County  Park  A  Rec.  Department 


27.  LOS  ANGELES  COUNTY  ARBORETUM 

Existing:  Worldwide  plant  colections,  special  botanical  exhibitions, 
educational  programs,  plantinroduction  and  testing 
Tocal  Area:  127  acres 

Qperati n<f Agency:  L.A.  County  Arboreta  A  Botanic  Gardens  Dept. 


28.  ARCADIA  COUNTY  PARK 


Existing:  Multiple  participant  sports  facilities,  18-hole  golf  course, 
picnic  grounds,  tennis  courts,  children’s  play  area,  tennis 
pro  shop,  senior  citizens  center,  lawn  bowling,  horseshoes  and 
shuffleboard,  group  camping 
Total  Area:  37  acres 

Operating  Agency:  L.A.  County  Parks  4  Rec.  Department 


29.  SANTA  FE  HAM  RECREATION  AREA 


Existing:  Picnicking,  fishing,  swimming,  boating  lake,  nature  center,  nature 
preserve 

Total  Area:  600  acres 

Operating~Agency:  L.A.  County  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 


31.  SAN  DIMAS  CANYON  PARK 


Existing:  Rustic  picnic  grounds,  nature  museum,  outdoor  cooking  facilities, 
overnight  camping  for  groups,  nature  trails,  horeshoe  and  shuffle 
board  courts,  play  area 
Total  Area:  137  acres 

toperating" Agency:  L.A.  County  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 


32.  MARSHALL  CANYON  COUNTY  PARK 

Existing:  Riding  and  hiking  trails,  day  and  overnight  camping 
total  Area:  834  acres 

Operating" Agency:  L.A.  County  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 


33.  RANCHO  SANTA  ANA  BOTANIC  GARDENS 


Existing:  Native  plants  arboretum  and  graduate  school  offering  PHD  in  Botany 
Total  Area:  80  acres 
Operating" Agency :  Private 


34.  L.A.  COUNTY  FAIRGROUNDS 

Existing:  Exhibit  buildings  and  grounds 
Total  Area:  450  acres 

Operating" Agency :  L.A.  County  Fair  Association 


35.  FRANK  G.  BONNELLI  REGIONAL  COUNTY  PARK 

Existing:  Boating  A  waterski  facilities,  fishing,  swimming,  extensive  picnic 
areas,  riding  and  hiking  trails,  equestrian  center,  group  camping 
recreational  vehicle  campground 
Total  Area:  1,975  acres 

Operating  Agency:  L.A.  County  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 


36.  GANFSHA  PARK 


Existing:  Picnic  grounds,  tennis  courts,  hiking  trails,  swimming  pools 
Total  Area:  80  acres 

Operating- Agency:  Pomona  Rec.  A  Parks  Department 


37. 


38.  WALNUT  CREEK  COUNTY  PARK 

Existing:  3  miles  of  riding  and  hiking  trails,  equestrian  assembly  area, 
rest  stops,  picnic  areas 
Total  Area:  125  acres 

Qperati ng~ Agency :  L.A.  County  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 


39.  KELLOGG  ARABIAN  HORSE  FARM 

Existing:  Horse  and  horsemanship  exhibitions 
Total  Area:  5  acres 

Operating- Agency :  California  State  Polytechnic  University,  Pomona 


40.  INDUSTRY  HILLS  CIVIC  RECREATION  CONSERVATION  AREA 

41.  OTTERBEIN  STATE  RECREATION  AREA 

Existing:  Hiking  and  riding  trails,  special  area  for  the  handicap 
Total  Area:  600  acres 

Qperatinq~Agency •  L.A.  County  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 


42.  WHITTIER  NARROWS  DAM  RECREATION  AREA 

Existing:  Picnic  grounds,  fishing,  children's  play  area,  overnight  group 
camping,  hiking  and  equestrian  trails,  ball  diamonds,  archery 
skeet  and  trap,  model  hobby  areas,  nature  center,  and  nature  stu<fy 
area 

Total  Area:  1092  acres 

Operating Agency :  L.A.  County  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 


43.  GREAT  WESTERN  EXHIBIT  CENTER 


Existing:  Exhibit  buildings  and  grounds 
total  Area:  10  acres 

Operating- Agency:  48th  Agricultural  District 


44.  SOUTH  GATE  PARK 


Existing:  Multipie  participant  sports  facilities,  9-hole  pitch  and  putt 
course,  1,500  seat  nunicipal  auditorium 
Total  Area:  93  acres 

Opera t i ng~ Agency :  South  Gate  Park  4  Rec.  Department 


45.  EL  DORADO  PARK 

Existing:  Recreation  park,  18-hole  golf  course,  childrens  fishing  lake 
Total  Area:  791  acres 

Opera ting~Agency:  Long  Beach  Parks  and  Rec.  Department 


46.  LONG  BEACH  RECREATION  PAP.K  AREA 


Existing:  Recreation  park,  golf  course,  water  sports,  picnic  guards, 
bowling  greens 
Total  Area:  393  acres 

Operating" Agency :  Long  Beach  Rec.  4  Park  Department 


47.  BALDHIN  HILLS  REGIONAL  PARK 

Existing:  Golf  course,  amphitheater,  picnic  grounds,  riding  and  hiking  trails 
Total  Area:  230  acres 

Qperati ng~ Agency :  L.A.  County  Parks  4  Rec.  Department 


48.  TOMPKINS  HAY  RE SERE VOIR 

49.  DOCKWEILER  STATE  BEACH  (PLATA  DEL  RET) 

Existing:  Bike  trail,  restrooms,  drinking  fountains 


50.  SANTA  MONICA  STATE  BEACH 

Existing:  Bike  Trail,  restrooms,  drinking  fountains 


51.  WILL  ROGERS  STATE  BEACH 

52.  RIVAS  CANYON  PARK 
Existing:  Unimproved 

Proposed:  picnic,  riding  and  hiking,  court  games,  day  camp 
total  Area:  26  acres 


53.  WILL  ROGERS  STATE  PARK 


Existing:  Home  of  renowned  humiorist  Will  Rogers 
Total  Area:  186  acres 

6perating~ Agency:  California  Division  of  Beaches  and  Parks 


54.  TOPANGA  STATE  PARK 

Existing:  Multiple  participant  sports  facilities,  golf  course,  picnic  grounds 
Total  Area:  170  acres 

Operating- Agency:  L.A.  County  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 


55.  SYLVIA  PARK 

Existing:  Picnicking 
Total  Area:  320  acres 

Operating~Agency:  L.A.  County  Parks  A  Rec.  Department 
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Locations  of  the  following  areas  are  shown  in  Figure  6,  Chapter  3. 


Those  areas  within  the  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage  area  determined  by  the 
Los  Angeles  County  Department  of  Regional  Planning  to  have  ecological 
significance  are  listed  below.  The  following  classification  system  is 
used  by  the  County  to  indicate  the  particular  significance  of  each  area. 


•  Class  1:  Areas  important  for  the  maintenance  of  plant  and  animal  species 
that  are  recognized  as  being  either  extremely  low  in  numbers  or  having  a 
very  limited  amount  of  habitat  available. 


•  Class  2:  Areas  containing  biotic  resources  that  are  unconwon  on  a  regional 
basis. 


e  Class  3:  Areas  containing  biotic  resources  which  are  uncommon  within 
the  political  boundaries  of  Los  Angeles  County. 


a  Class  4:  Areas  which  possess  specialized  characteristics  that  are  essential 
to  the  maintenance  of  wildlife. 


e  Class  5;  Areas  containing  characteristics  that  may  be  useful  In  deter- 
mining  taxonomic  relationships. 


•  Class  6:  Areas  that  are  important  as  game  species  habitat  or  as  fisheries. 

e  Class  7:  Areas  that  would  provide  for  the  preservation  of  relatively  un¬ 
disturbed  examples  of  the  natural  biotic  communities  in  Los  Angeles  County. 


a  Class  8:  Areas  possessing  special  characteristics. 


The  first  class  number  listed  for  each  area  Indicates  Its  principle  significance. 
Numbers  in  parentheses  indicate  other  classes  that  also  apply. 
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1 .  Malibu  Coastline:  Class  2  (3, 4, 5, 6, 7) 

This  is  a  relatively  undisturbed  coastal  region  where  upwelling  of  nutrient- 
rich  waters  and  a  variety  of  habitats  support  highly  productive  and  extremely 
diverse  marine  comnunlties.  This  coastline  also  possesses  the  only  complete, 
undisturbed  sandy  beaches  remaining  in  Los  Angeles  County. 


2.  Point  Dume:  Class  3  (4,5,7) 

Point  Dume  is  one  of  two  remaining  areas  in  Los  Angeles  County  where  a  diverse 
and  healthy  mixture  of  terrestrial  and  marine  habitats  can  be  found  in  close 
association. 


3.  Zuma  Canyon:  Class  3  (4,7) 

Zuma  Canyon  is  one  of  the  last  major  drainages  in  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains 
that  have  a  year-round  stream  and  remain  In  an  undeveloped,  unroaded  condition. 

4.  Upper  La  Sierra  Canyon:  Class  1  (2, 3, 5, 7) 

This  generally  unique  canyon  contains  an  unusually  rich  and  diverse  aggregation 
of  uncommon  canyon  flora  and  dense  woodland  vegetation. 


5.  Malibu  Canyon/Halibu  Lagoon:  Class  2(3. 4, 5, 6,7) 

This  area  contains  Malibu  Creek,  which  is  the  only  stream  bisecting  the  Santa 
Monica  Mountains.  The  canyon  contains  diverse  native  vegetation  that  supports 
abundant  wildlife.  The  lagoon,  which  is  the  only  one  between  Pt.  Mugu  and 
v  Anaheim  Bay,  Is  an  important  refuge  for  migratory  birds. 

V 

V 

V 

''6.  Las  Virqenes:  Class  5  (7) 

T*jis  area  contains  a  number  of  plants  common  to  the  interior  areas  of  Southern 
California,  but  found  nowhere  else  in  the  Santa  Monica  Mountain  region. 


7.  HepatVo  Gulch:  Class  3  (5,7) 

This  area  possesses  a  vegetative  association  with  many  unconmon  species  and 
unique  ecological  relationships. 


8.  Malibu  Creek  State  Park  Buffer  Area:  Class  8 

This  buffer  area  contains  watershed  critical  to  the  preservation  of  Important 
biological  resources  within  Malibu  Creek  State  Park  and  includes  several  areas 
with  rare  and  fragile  flora. 
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9.  Cold  Creek:  Class  3  (5,7) 

The  extreme  range  in  physical  conditions  in  this  relatively  undisturbed  sand¬ 
stone  basin  makes  it  a  showplace  for  an  unusually  diverse  aggregation  of 
native  vegetation.  It  also  contains  several  plant  species  uncomnon  to  the 
general  region. 


10.  Tuna  Canyon:  Class  3  (4,7) 

Tuna  and  Pena  Canyons  are  the  last  drainages  in  the  central  and  eastern  Santa 
Monica  Mountains  that  have  not  sustained  development  either  in  the  watershed, 
or  between  the  canyon  mouth  and  the  coast. 


11.  Temescal-Rustic-Sullivan  Canyons:  Class  7 

These  contiguous,  self-contained  watersheds  contain  representative  samples 
of  the  dry  chaparral  and  coastal  sage  scrub  plant  communities  found  in  the 
interior  canyons  of  the  Santa  Monica  Mountains. 


12.  Palo  Comado  Canyon:  Class  3  (7) 

This  area  is  one  of  the  last  examples  of  southern  oak  woodland  savannah  of 
any  significant  size  in  Los  Angeles  County. 


13.  Chatsworth  Reservoir:  Class  2  (3,7) 

The  concentration  of  a  variety  of  habitats  and  the  presence  of  a  large  body 
of  freshwater  closed  to  the  public  offer  important  wintering  and  breeding 
ground  for  many  migratory  songbirds  and  waterfowl,  including  several  uncommon 
species. 


14.  Simi  Hills:  Class  7 

This  cismontane  area  contains  relatively  undisturbed  representative  examples 
of  most  of  the  biotic  communities  found  in  the  Simi  area. 


15.  Tonner  Canyon/Chino  Hills:  Class  7 

16.  Buzzard  Peak/San  Oose  Hills:  Class-  7 

17.  Powder  Canyon/Puente  Hills:  ClassT~ 

These  three  areas  in  the  hilly  portions  of  eastern  Los  Angeles  still  support 
relatively  undisturbed,  dense  stands  of  southern  oak  woodland,  chaparral, 
coastal  sage  scrub,  and  riparian  woodland.  Powder  Canyon  is  the  only  one  that 
contains  an  undisturbed  portion  of  self-contained  watershed. 


18.  Way  Hill:  Class  1  (2, 3, 4, 5, 7) 

Way  Hill  supports  a  population  of  the  endangered  Oudleya  multi  caul  is.  the 
many-stemmed  dudleya. 
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20.  Santa  Susana  Mountains:  Class  7 

The  Santa  Susana  Mountains  are  the  main  representative  of  small,  dry,  interior 
mountain  ranges  in  Los  Angeles  County.  It  supports  coastal  sage  scrub  on 
south-facing  slopes,  dense  chaparral  on  north-facing  slopes,  and  riparian  and 
oak  woodland  in  the  valleys. 


21 .  Santa  Susana  Pass:  Class  1  (2, 3, 4, 5, 7) 

The  endangered  Hemizonia  minthornii,  the  Santa  Susana  tarweed,  is  found  only 
in  the  Santa  Susana  Pass. 


22.  Santa  Fe  Dam  Floodplain:  Class  3  (5,7) 

The  floodplain  behind  Santa  Fe  Dam  supports  one  of  the  last  examples  of  the 
arroyo  vegetative  type,  which  was  once  commonly  found  on  the  numerous  river 
outwashes  of  the  Los  Angeles  Basin. 


24.  Tujunga  Valley/Hansen  Dam:  Class  1  (3,5,7) 

The  Tujunga  Canyon/Hansen  Dam  area  possesses  several  important  features, 
including  open  coastal  sage  scrub  vegetation,  small  pockets  of  freshwater 
marsh,  and  several  species  of  desert  slope  plants. 


25.  San  Dimas  Canyon:  Class  3  (4,5,7) 

The  wash  at  the  mouth  of  San  Dimas  Canyon  is  one  of  the  last  remaining  areas 
that  supports  the  more  open,  flat! and  type  of  riparian  woodland  habitat. 


26.  San  Antonio  Canyon  Mouth:  Class  3  (5,7) 

The  vegetation  found  at  the  mouth  of  unimproved  San  Antonio  Canyon  is  the 
best  example  of  arroyo  or  wash  vegetation  remaining  in  Los  Angeles  County. 


27.  Portuguese  Bend  Landslide:  Class  3  (4,5,7) 

The  Portuguese  Bend  Landslide  area  contains  the  largest  amount  of  natural 
vegetation  remaining  on  the  Palos  Verdes  Peninsula,  which  has  close  floral  and 
faunal  similarities  to  the  Channel  Islands.  There  are  at  least  three  races  of 
birds  and  some  plant  species  on  the  peninsula  that  are  found  nowhere  else  except 
the  Channel  Islands. 


28.  El  Segundo  Dunes:  Class  1  (2,3,4,5,71 

The  El  Segundo  Dunes  at  the  west  end  of  the  Los  Angeles  Airport  are  the  last 
remnants  of  a  coastal  dune  system  that  contains  vegetation  uncomnon  in  Southern 
California  and  not  found  elsewhere  in  the  country.  The  Dunes  are  the  only  habi¬ 
tat  of  the  endangered  El  Segundo  Blue  butterfly  (Shijimaeoides  battoides  allyni). 
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29.  Ballona  Creek:  Class  1  (2,3,4, 5, 7) 

Ballona  Creek  is  one  of  two  remaining  remnants  of  salt  marsh  between  Ventura 
County  and  the  Los  Angeles -Orange  County  line.  The  unusually  productive 
marine  and  terrestrial  habitat  contains  the  endangered  Belding's  savannah 
sparrow  (Passerculus  sandwicheusls  beldinqii)  and  the  California  least  tern 
(Sterna  albifrons  brownii ) . 

30.  Alamitos  Bay:  Class  1  (2,3, 4, 5,7) 

This  area  is  one  of  two  remaining  examples  of  salt  marsh  found  in  Los  Angeles 
County.  This  unusually  productive  habitat  probably  contains  the  endangered 
Belding's  savannah  sparrow  (Passerculus  sandwicheusis  beldinqii). 


31 .  Rolling  Hills  Canyons:  Class  3  (4,5,7) 

The  Rolling  Hills  Canyons  are  one  of  the  last  remaining  areas  of  natural 
vegetation  on  the  Palos  Verdes  Peninsula,  which  has  close  floral  and  faunal 
similarities  to  the  Channel  Islands.  There  are  at  least  three  races  of  birds 
and  some  plant  species  on  the  peninsula  that  are  found  nowhere  else  except 
the  Channel  Islands. 


32.  Agua  Amarqa  Canyon:  Class  3  (4,5,7) 

Agua  Amarga  Canyon  is  the  last  remaining  relatively  undisturbed  drainage 
on  the  coastal  side  of  the  Palos  Verdes  Peninsula.  There  are  at  least  three 
races  of  birds  and  some  plant  species  on  the  peninsula  that  are  found  nowhere 
else  except  the  Channel  Islands. 


33.  Terminal  Island:  Class  1  (2, 3, 4, 5, 7) 

The  endangered  California  least  tern  (Sterna  albifrons  brownii)  breeds 
regularly  on  Terminal  Island  and  at  Ballona  Creek,  in  Los  Angeles  County, 
nesting  colonies  have  been  found  only  sporadically  at  other  locations. 


34.  Palos  Verdes  Peninsula  Coastline:  Class  2  (3, 4, 5,6, 7) 

Unparalleled  headlands,  rocky  shoreline,  and  the  land-sea  interface  provide 
for  a  tremendous  variety  of  biotic  resources  in  this  area.  It  is  one 
of  the  most  biologically  diverse  and  productive  regions  in  Los  Angeles 
County. 


35.  Harbor  Lake  Regional  Park:  Class  3  (4,5,7) 

36.  Madrona  Marsh:  Class  3  (4,5,7) 

Harbor  Lake  Regional  Park  and  Madrona  Marsh  are  the  two  remaining  wetlands 
in  the  South  Bay  area.  They  support  a  great  diversity  of  wildlife,  including 
amphibians  and  many  types  of  migratory  birds. 
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37.  Griffith  Park:  Class  7 

An  island  surrounded  by  urban  and  suburban  development,  Griffith  Park  supports 
coastal  sage  scrub,  chaparral,  riparian, and  southern  oak  woodland  communities. 


39.  Encino  Reservoir:  Class  7 

This  area  contains  the  best  undisturbed  stand  of  inland  chaparral,  coastal 
sage  scrub,  and  streamside  vegetation  remaining  on  the  inland  slope  of  the 
Santa  Monica  Mountains. 


40.  Verdugo  Mountains:  Class  7 

The  Verdugo  Mountains  are  an  extensive,  relatively  undisturbed  island  of 
natural  vegetation  in  an  urbanized  metropolitan  area.  Chaparral,  coastal  sage 
scrub,  and  riparian  communities  provide  habitat  for  diverse  and  abundant  fauna. 


42.  Whittier  Narrows  Dam  County  Recreation  Areas:  Class  3  (4,  5,  6,  7) 

The  Whittier  Narrows  REcreation  Area  is  composed  of  approximately  1,400  acres 
within  the  flood  plain  of  the  San  Gabriel  River.  In  addition  to  recreation 
facilities,  the  area  contains  a  Nature  Center,  a  79-acre  raptor  management 
area,  and  an  important  riparian  habitat  containing  25  acres  of  open  water. 


4 3 .  Rio  Hondo  College  Wildlife  Sanctuary:  Class  8 

Located  at  the  west  end  of  the  Puente  Hills,  the  Sanctuary  is  composed  mostly 
of  coastal  sage  scrub.  North-facing  slopes  and  the  canyon  basin,  however, 
support  stands  of  southern  oak  woodland  and  patches  of  grassland  with  annuals. 


44.  Sycamore  and  Turnbull  Canyons:  Class  7 

Sycamore  and  Turnbull  Canyons,  located  within  the  Puente  Hills,  contain 
excellent  examples  of  relatively  undisturbed  native  communities. 


45.  Dudleya  densi flora  Population:  Class  2  (3,  5,  7) 

This  area  contains  a  significant  stand  of  Dudleya  densi flora ,  a  rare  and 
endangered  species  that  is  endemic  to  California. 


62.  Galium  grande  Population:  Class  1  (2,  3,  4,  5,  7) 

The  endangered  Gal ium  grande,  an  endemic  species  of  bedstraw,  is  highly 
restricted  in  distribution.  It  is  found  only  at  isolated  localities  on 
the  south  slope  of  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains. 
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Persons,  Agencies,  and 
Organizations  Contacted 


FEDERAL 


Forest  Service : 

Pasadena  -  Marty  Nall,  Carl  Summerfield,  Art  Smith 
Tujunqa  District  Station  -  Jeff  Bailey 

National  Park  Service,  Los  Angeles : 

Bill  Anderson 

STATE 

Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation; 

Sacramento  -  Heather  Fargo  (funding  sources),  Dick  Troy 
Los  Angeles  -  Richard  Felty 

Public  Utilities  Commission,  Los  Angeles : 

Mr.  Stewart 

CALTRANS,  Los  Angeles  : 

Bob  Blythe,  Martin  Leis 

REGIONAL 

Southern  California  Association  of  Governments: 

Brian  Ferris 

LOS  ANGELES  COUNTY 

Department  of  Parks  and  Recreation; 

Jim  Park,  Chris  Jarvi,  Richard  Mayer,  Michael  Long 
( b  io ! ogis  t ) 

Road  Department : 

Robert  Larson,  Jim  Huntley,  Don  Mosher,  Bruce  Whitehead 
Flood  Control  District : 

John  McElroy,  Gerald  Iwamoto 
Department  of  Regional  Planning: 

George  Malone,  Larry  Charness 
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Ray  Jillson 


Los  Angeles  County  Transportation  Commission; 

Joe  Leach,  Richard  Olson 

(Note:  LACTC  was  created  by  an  act  oE  the  State  Legis¬ 

lature  and  is  neither  a  county  nor  a  state  agency.) 

Supervisor  Burke's  Office : 

Linda  Taroff 

5.  CITY  OF  LOS  ANGELES 

Department  o£  Recreation  and  Parks: 

A1  Carmichael,  Joel  Breithart,  Ted  Heyl 

Department  of  City  Planning: 

Mr.  Yoshinaga  (bikeway  planning),  Steve  Crowther,  Larry 
Bloom  (equestrian  trails),  Frank  Parrello 

Department  of  Transportation : 

Wilbur  Takashima  (bikeway  coordinator),  Robert  Takasaki 

Bureau  oE  Engineering: 

Art  Rich,  Alan  Wong 

Councilman  Ronka 1 s  OEfice : 

Kay  Franklin 

Bicycle  Advisory  Committee: 

Alex  naum 

6 .  OTHER  CITY  AGENCIES 

Arcadia  City  Planning  Department: 

B  u rbank  Parks  and  Recreation  Department : 

Doug  Kotlar 
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Claremont  City  Planning  Department: 

Maxine  Cearley 

Glendale  Parks  and  Recreation  Department 
Henry  Agonia 

Long  Beach  Department  of  Engineering; 

Jim  Chen 

Pasadena  City  Planning  Department: 

David  Dias 

Pasadena  Public  Works  Department: 

David  Barnhardt 

East  San  Gabriel  Valley  Bikeway  Committee: 

Ray  Diaz,  Patrick  Murphy,  Joanne  Chapin,  Craig  Jennings 


CITIZENS'  GROUPS,  PRIVATE  ORGANIZATIONS,  AND  INDIVIDUALS 
Audubon  Society: 

Ann  Foster 

Eaton  Canyon  Riding  Club : 

Equestrian  Trails,  Inc.: 

Glenn  Haschenburger ,  Peno  Dwinger,  Peter  McGuire 
Friends  of  the  Arroyo: 

Roland  Case  Ross,  David  Jones 


Jackie  Barnette 


Small  Wilderness  Areas  Preservation,  Verdugo  -  gan  Rafael 
Chapter: 

Jane  Conway 

Via  Verde  Equestrian  Center: 

Dorothy  Miller  (provided  information  concerning  the  need 
for  an  equestrian  underpass  on  Walnut  Creek  at  the  San 
Bernardino  Freeway) 


